A

Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3

MATERIALS FOR EXPLOITATION OF SOVIET SENSITIVITIES

v REVEALED BY THE 30 JUNE CPSU RESOLUTION

AND OTHER SOVIET STATEMENTS

July 1956

Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3



Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3

MATRRIALS FOR EXPLOITATION OF SOVIET SENSITIVITIES
REVEALED BY THE 30 JUNE CPSU RESOLUTION
AND OTHER SOVIET STATEMENTS

, General Discugsion

. The Central Commlttee Resolutlcon dated 30 June and released
on 2 July purports to be a Marxist explanatlion of how a Stalin
could emerge from the Sovlet system and why the current leaders
d1d not remove him. In fact, the Resolution appears designed
to keep critical discusslon regarding Stalin under strict con-
trol both at home and abroad and to prevent such digcussion
from becoming an inquiry into characteristics of the Soviet
system and the past actlons of Soviet rulers.

Because of Moscow'!s sensitivity on these points, 1t pro-
duced a document which ig dlstinguished for its defensive tone,
lack of frankness, distortions, and contradictions. It 1s
clear that the release on 4 June of Khrushchev's secret speech
has set in motion a chaln reactlion of questioning and uncertainty
in Western Communist Partles to which the 30 June Resolution 1s
a response. In spite of The attempt to attribute tThe confusion
1n Communist ranks to "imperiallst machinations,”" 1t 1s clear
that doubt has been cast upon two basic elements of the relations
vetween foreign Communist Parties and Moscow:

6. Kremlin Infallibility

The former god 1s cut down to size and 18 replaced
by men of human stature. The foreign Communists
nave derived much strength from the infallibility
myth. The way 18 now open for continual doubt.

L. Kremlin Credlbility

Along with the end of the myth of infallibility,

the Stalin denigration means that no Communisgt can
. ever agaln be sure that what he 1s told is the
truth. The emphasls in the Resolution on how the
"ipperialiste” seek to explolt the current siltuatlon
cannot obscure the fact that the things the "im-
perialists" have been saylng for years about *the
Soyilet Union have turned out to be true. The words
of thoge deemed to be enemles of the Soviet Union
can never be rejected out of hand as before.
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The basically unchanged and unchangeable nature of the
dictatorial system which produced Stalin and developed under
hig evil genius has been once more underlined by Khrushchevy
at the reception for the East German leaders 16 July. Speaking
"sharply," as he sald, Khrushchev launched into an unexpected,
bltter attack upon the West and its Institutions, Western
democracy, he charged, 1s a sham. The "monopolies" control
the only effective press, and use this to "exploit the people."
"They shear them like sheep." The "imperialists" who "like to
gpeak of their election laws," have shown their digregard for
free elections 1n the cases of Guatemals and Vietnam. The
"free world" means "freedom for the capitalists to plunder the
worker without interference from anyone." The discipline of
the international Communist movement would guarantee its exist-

“ence agalinst the efforts of the enemy to "provoke" disunity in
the wake of the de-Stalinization campalgn. :

Those non-Soviet Communists who may have thought that the
ldeals of Western democracy could somehow be made to fit into
the Soviet Communist mold stand rudely corrected. The Stalinist
formulas still stand.

By pledging to "help our brothers in class struggle”
Khrushehev showed that Moscow would contlinue to dictate to ‘the
foreign CPs, and also that the line on Soviet "non-interference"
in other countries is strictly sham.
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MATERTALS FOR EXPLOITATION OF 3OVIET SENSITIVITIES
REVEALED BY THE 30 JUNE CPSU RESOLUTION
AND OTHER SOVIET STATEMENTS

Introduction *

Tn order to facilltate and assist the prompt and effectlve.
exploitation of the 30 June Resolutlon of tThe GPSU and many
other important statements, discussions and questlons which have
resulted from the de=-Stalinization campaign launched by the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Unlon at the 20th Congress of the -

Party in February 1956, the attached material hag been prepared.

It.organizés an extensive selection of arguments, together

with essential supporting evidence drawn almost entlrely from
SQviet sourceg, under a serles of eight toplecs for r*eadyrref‘erencew

The first seven of these ftopiles represent in general the
range of points on which the Communist Party of the Soviet Unlon
hag demonstrated greatest sensitlvity. The major Communist
Parties of the Free World have also demonstrated thelr particular

interest in, or concern over, each of these same pointe. The
geven maln toplcs are:

I. The Soviet System asg the Source of Stalinlsm

IT. Stalin's Rule as a Source of Degeneration of the
Soviet System

"III. Refusal of the Current Leadership to Modify the
Stalinist Concept of Soviet Democracy

IV, The Question of Co-Responsibllity for Stalints Tyranny
V. The Question of Credilt for Soviet Achlevements
VI. YQuarantces’ Against Recurrence of Stalinism:

VIT., Moscow Control of Forelgn CPs Reasserted

% Only this introduction 1s classified. The paper iteelf 1s
unclassified. pranmrar pn
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The elghth toplc--"Omisslons"--notes those points where
Soviet Communist statements open up possibilities for discussion
inasmuch as, for one reason or another, the Soviet leaders have
not seen f1t to deal with events of majJor interest to cne or
more nations throughout the world,

An Appendix is included, entitled "Criticlsme and Questiona
Ralged by Forelgn Communlsts in the Course of the De-Stalinizatlon
Campalgn.” The Appendix l1s organized in sections generally cor-
responding to the sections in the body of the material, to permit
eany correlatlion of Western Communist comments and questions with
the relevant Soviet treatment of the same topic.

The material 1s only Intended to serve on a selective basis
af raw materlal upon which finighed output can be based. Under
each toplc a general discusslion gets forth the major igsues in-
volved and pregents some background information. There then
follows a ligting of the relevant arguments, with supporting
eyldence. The use of elther declarative, critical, or argumen-
tative language and style in this text is not intended to imply
that the ftreatment must take the same veln, nor 1g it intended
to hamper or restrlict the type of treatment to be used in output.
It 18 deslgned to bring into the sharpest focus the substance
of the argument, as an aild to those responsible for the final
Work,

It may be obmerved that several items of evidence are re-
peated in a number of different contexts. Since 1t 18 not -
consldered llkely that any substantial number of polnts will
be lncorporated into a single final product, this ghould not
prove an obstacle to the use of the material. f

Whille treatment obviously will be determined by each user
on the basls of existing standards and instructlons, it is
suggeated that in material directed primarily to Communist and
pro-Communist audlences, the "ralsing of questions" 1s 1ikely
to be an effective approach. It 13 also suggested that at
thle Juncture the treatment of the flgure of Lenin in an aggres-
glve and critlcal veiln in materlal addressed to such sudiences
may prove counterproductive. Conversely, any use of the evi-
dence 1n Seetlon II, paragraph 8, and Section III, paragraphs
6 and 7, showing that Stalin and the present leaders have vio-
lated Lenints dilcta should avoid ereating the impression that
Lenln, who was a ruthless autocrat, was actually humane or
democratlic.

Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3



I3

Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3

MATERIALS FOR EXPLOITATION OF SOVIET SENSITIVITIES

REVEALED BY THE 30 JUNE CPSU RESOLUTION
AND OTHER SOVIET STATEMENTS

Toplcal Outline

(An outline of the main polnte 1ncluded in
each paragraph. Paragraph numbers are in-
dicated on the left, under each Section heading. )

GENERAL DISCUSSION Page

I. The Soviet System As The Source Of Stalinism

1,

2
3
N
5.
6
-
8

30 June Resolution Designed To Suppress Discussion
Lenin's Warning

Stalin's Manipulation Of Doctrine

Present Leaders Continue To Manlpulate Doctrine
Leaders Interpret History As They See Fit

One-Party Rule And Individual Leadership Reaffirmed
Lenin Cult Shows CPSU Bound To The Cult Principle

Present Leadership Continues Stalin's Practice OFf
Concealment, Evasion, Manipulation Of Truth

a. Concealment 0Of Stalin's Crimes

b. Tampering With The "Bad" Period Of Stalin's
Rule

¢. The Lle That The People Or Even The Party As
A Whole Rule In The USSR

d. Atfempt To Shift The Blame Onto The West

e, Attempt To Shift The Blame Onto The Soviet
People

f. Deception Concerning Foreilgn CP Criticism
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II. 8talin's Rule as a Source of Degeneration of the Page 10

Sovief System

1. Admission Of Serious Basic Evils In Stalin Era

a. One-Man Rule For 20 Years |

b. Twenty Years Of Isolation

¢. Leninism Lapsed For 15-20 Years

d. Bureaucratism, ILies, Deceptlon, Arbitrariness
2. The Inconsistency Of The Soviet Denlal

3, Unlimited Power Remalns Concentrated, As It Was
Under Stalin

a. Stalint's Power Was Absolute
b, Action Agalnst Him Was Impossible
¢. Pravda Reaffirms CPSU's Monopoly Of Power

d. This Power Is Concentrated In The Hands Of
The "Collective"

e. The "Leninist Core" Suggests Even (reater
Concentration Of Power

L, The 30 June Resolution Sanctions Repression
Prior To 1937

5. Soviet Leadership Continues To Sponsor Mass
Suspiclousness And Mlstrust

a. Under Stalin, This Weakened The Army
b. And Was "Unhealthy"
¢, But It Was Reaffirmed At The 20th Congress
d. The 30 June Resolution Reafflrmed It |
6. The 30 June Resolution Is Inconsistent In Claiming
Credit For The Party Leaders While Denylng
Responsibllity For Crimes Under Staliln
a. "Restrictlons" On Stalin
b. Crimes Against Natlonallties Durling The
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7. The 30 June Resolution Is Un-Marxist Page

8. 8talin Changed The System A4s Lenin Had
Envisaged It: His Plan For Decentrallzation
Remains Unimplemented

III. Refusal Of The Current Leadership To Modlfy The
Stalinist Concept O Soviet Democracy

1. The 30 June Resolution Reaffirms The Peculilar
Stalinist Definltlon Of Democracy

2, Khrushchev's Secret Speech Showed That Stalin
Could Not Possibly Reflect The Interests OF
The People

3. Pravda Reaffirms CPSU Dictatorship

4., Pravda Reaffirms Individual Rule

5. No Freedom Of The Press In The U3SSR: The Argu-
ment Employed Contradicts The One Used To Deny
Need For More Than One Party

6. The Definition Of Democracy Contradicts Even
Lenints Version

7. Sovliet Leaders Also Violate Leninis Dictum That
The People Have The Right To Know What Is Going
On And To Check The Decislons Of The Regime

a, Lenin's Dictum Continues To Be Given Lip-Service

b. The Secrecy Of The Khrushchev Speech And Other
Events Show That The Dictum Is Violated

¢, The 30 June Resolution Shows That The Reglme
Has Never Considered It Necessary To Tell
The People The Truth
8. The 30 June Resolution Reveals The Real Contempt
Of The Soviet Leaders Toward The People

IV. The Question Of Co-Respongibility For Stalin's Tyranny

i 1. Khrushchev Admitted That The Leadership Supported
5 Stalin
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a. Support In The Early Period

b. Thils Support Was Gilven Desplte Lenin's
Warning

The Soviet Leaders Fail To Explain How Stalin
Gained Mastery Over The Party By 1934

Khrushchev Explained Only That Stalin Employed
Pollice Power To Terrorize The Party

The Other Leaders Submitted To Stalin's Will
And Became His Acolytes.

The Central Commlttee Accepted Stalin's Wrong
Thesls On Intensification OFf Class Struggle

The 30 June Resolution Claims That The "Leninist
Core" Opposed Stalin '

a. But Falls To Show Why This Opposition Was
Reatricted

b. And Why The "ILeninlst Core" Migsed The
Opportunity To Curb Stalin's Rule In 1941

¢. The Resolutilon Fails To Explain Why Some
Politburo Members Re-Activated Stalin Early
During The War

The Leadership's Denial That It Knew What Stalin
Was Doing Cannot Be Supported

a. Khrushchev Admitted That He And Others Knew
That Berla Was Bad In 1031

b. The Leaders Knew That Party Statutes Were
Belng Violated

¢. The Leaders Knew That Stalin Had Called
For The Use Of Torture

d. Ignatiev Had Access To MVD Records

€. Other Leaders Had Access To The Facts
Through The "Committee Of Information"

The 30 June Resolution's Claim That The "Leninist
Core" Immediately Began To Destroy The Stalin
Myth After His Death Is False
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9.

The 30 June Resclutlon Admits Co-Responsibility

V. The Question Of Credit For Soviet Achlevements

1.

2,

Khrushchev Gave Credlt For Viectory To Soviet
Generals

Khrushchev Admitted That The Party Itself Made
The Nation Unprepared For. War

The 30 June Resolutilon Contradicts Itself On The
Credlt Due The "Leninilst Core"

The CP3U Claims Credit For All Succegses

The Party'Claims Credit For The Actlons Of Its
Members In All Spheres

But The Record, As Shown By The Other Admissions,

Prcves This Clalim False

The Claim Of The Leadership'That Its Strength Is
Demonstrated By The De-Stallinization Campailgn Is
Destroyed By The Evidence That The Party Refused

To Act Against 8talin In Order To Preserve Its

Mcnopoly Cf Power

VI. "Guarantees" Against Recurrence QOf Stalinism

1.

There Is No Guarantee That The "Collective" Will
Not Glve Blrth To Another Stalin Or That It Will
Not Become Degpotilc ,

"Coliective" Leadership Was No Safeguard Against
Stalln

No Checks And Balarices Operate To Prevent

Emergence Of Ancther Stalin

The 30 June Resolution Implies That No Furﬁher
Analysils Of The Evils Of Stalinism Is Necessary

No Guarantee Agalnst Violation Of Law

"Decentrallization" Measures Leave The Powers
O0f The Regime Intact

The Party Continues To Control The Channels OfF
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8.

9.

The Regime Retains The Power To Manipulate

Doctrine And The Facts As It Sees Fit

Khrushchev Admitted That No Guarantees Could
Be Dependable: Stalin Acted In The Interests
Of The USSR

VII. Moscow Control OFf Foreign CPs Reasserted

lo

7o

The Soviet Leaders Themselves Are Responsible
For The Turmoil Produced In The Foreilgn CPs

8. They Opened Up The Question OF "National
Communism"

b. Soviet Actions Opened The Door To Criticism
Of The CPSU

The 30 June Resolution Seeks To Throttle Forelgn
Communist Criticism

Recent Soviet Statements Reinforce The Demand
For An End To Criticism

Pravda Denounces "National Communi sm"

Pravda Demands Monopoly Of Power For The P
nder "Socialism" In All Countries

The 30 June Resolution Tells The CPs To Cease
Discussing Stalin's Crimes And To Proceed With
The S3truggle For Power

These Statements Violate The CPSU-Yugoslav Agree-
ment On Relations Between The Two Parties

VIII. Omissions

1.

2'

L.
5

Mags Repressions
Deportations
Collectivization
Anti~Semitism

Foreign Policy

Appendix: Criticisms And Questions Ralsed By Forelgn
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MATERIALS FOR EXPLOITATION OF SOVIET SENSITIVITIES
REVEALED BY THE 30 JUNE CP3U RESOLUTION
AND OTHER SOVIET STATEMENTS

I. The 3oviet System as the Source of Stalinism

. In an effort to suppress further dlscussion of charges
that the Sovliet system itself naturally faclllitates the rise
of a Stalin and provideg the means of and the Justificatlon
for Stalinist crimes, the Scviet leadership has flatly stated
that this is not the cage. The denial 1s entlrely dogmatic,
unsupported by prooef, belled by history and in particular, by
the evidence contained in the gecret Khrushchev speech, and
does not begin to answer the questions raised cutside the
Soviet leadership. These questions have been raised, not only
by non~Communists, but by some foreign Communlst leaders and
rank-and-file. The current leaders have glven ample evidence
that practices whilch facilitated the rise of Stalln 1n the
first place stlill prevail in the system.,

1., The Central Committee Resolution of 30 June 1is an
autocratic statement designed tc suppress discusslon. This
practice 1s 1dentical with the practice employed by Stalin.
The Resolution says only that it is "absolutely wrong" to
"look for the source of this cult in the nature of the Soviet
social order." The Resclution then attempts to evade the
question of why 1t is "wrong" by entering into an irrelevant
discussion of the nature of "Soviet democracy.”

2. Lenlin himself pcinted out that the system, as early
as December 1922, had enabled Stalin, 1n his role of Secretary
General of the CP, to concentrate "enormous power in his hands."
Lenin warned that such power could be misused, Thig power and
the possibllity of its misuse stlll exlsts. (The Lenin "Testa-
ment" was distributed to the delegates to the 20th CPSU Con-
gress.) Khrushchev ralsed this problem in hls secret speech,
referring to the "great harm caused by ... the accumulaticn of
immense and limltless power in the hands of one person ...

3. In his secret speech, Khrushchev acknowledged that
doctrine 1n the Soviet system was a powerful weapon 1in the
hands of Stalln 1n raising himself to absolute power.

"Stalin originated the concept 'enemy of the people.'!
This term automatically rendered it unnecessary that
the 1deocloglcal errors of a man or men engaged 1in a
1
App;roved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3
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controversy be proven; this term made possible the
usage of the most cruel repression, violating all
normg of revolutionary legallty, againgt anyone who
in any way diszagreed with Stalin.," ,

"Stalin's report at the February-March Central Com-
mittee Plenum in 1937, 'Deficilencles of Party work
and methods for the liguidation of the Trotskyltes
and other two-facers,! contalned an attempt at
thecoretical Justification ¢f the mass terror policy
under the pretext that as /we/ march forward toward
goclallism class war must allegedly sharpen. Stalin
agserted that both history and Lenin taught him this."

4. The present Soviet leaders contirue to manipulate doc-
trine, Just as Stalin did: :

a. In his secret speech, Khrushchev said that
Stalin invented the theslg on the intensifica-
tlon of the class struggle as the buillding of
"Soclalism" progresses in order to give his .
repressive practices a "theoretical justiflca-
tion," The 30 June Resolution states that this
formaila is "only correct for cerfain stages of
the transiltion,” and that, being "egiven promin-
ence' in 1937, it became "the basis for the '
grossest violations of Sccialist law and mass
represslons." By virtue of its power to make
doctrine, the Soviet leadership has now found
1t expedient to dencunce a Stalin doetrine as
"erroneous" for a certaln period, but to condone
it for other times. Stalin's thesls, the Soviet
leaders say, was quite valld in the forced in-
dustriglization and collectivization period _
(Stalin employed 1t correctly, in other words
against Bukharin and others in 1928 and 1ater3,
but wasa wrong to advance 1t in 1937. A doctrine
which was manipulated by Stalin for hils own
purposes, 1s again being manipulated in the
interests of the de-Stallinization campalgn of
the pregent leaders.

b. The CPSU manipulates Stalin's "capitalist en-
circlement" theory as it suits momentary pur-
poses. AL the 20th Congress, in order to further
Sovlet forelgn policy aims, it was sald that the
theory was no longer valld., TIn the 30 June Cen-
tral Commitfee Resclutlon and subsequent state-
ments, the Sovlet leaders seize once more upon
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the essence of the "capltalist encirclement,”
in order to blame Poznan on the West and to re-
affirm the principle of "vigilance" against
"imperialist” machinations.

¢. At the 20th CP3U Congress a portion of Stalin's
"Economic Problems of Socialism in the USSR" was
: rejected out of hand as inconvenient to the cur-
rent Soviet forelgn policy.

d. The 20th Congress also worked out the "different
roads to Socialism” line to facllitate the united
front drive. Subesequently, the CP3U has seen
fit to put limits on this thesls to prevent the
discuszsion of "independence" from getting out of
hand. :

5. The 30 June Resolution, 1n Stallnlst fashion, falls
back upon an authoritative interpretation of history to ration-
alize Stalin's rise to power, in order to evade the fact that
Stalin arcse from the system. In the process it falsifies his-
tory when the truth does not support the argument.

a. "How could the personality cult of Stalin, wilith
; 21l 1ts negative consgequences, arise and acquilre
i such currency under conditlons of the Sovlet
' socialist regime? When examining this question
one must kéep in mind both the objective and con-
crete conditicns in which the bullding of social-
ism in the USSR took place and some subjectlve
factora connected with the personal qualities
of Stalin."

b. The "objective factors" cited in this analysls
were "the capltalist encirclement” and "the
merciless struggle against the enemies of Lenin-
1sm." The formula of "capitalist encirclement"
involves falsification of histery, even in
authoritative Communist terms, at least during
the critical period of 1925 to 1933, when 1t did
not in fact exist. It 1s not a valid argument
1n any case, according to the Khrushchev speech,
which polnts out Lenin's refusal to restrict

M democracy even in perlods of major crisis.

"In the most difficult period for our party and
our country, Lenin found it necessary regularly
to convoke congresses, party conferences, and
plenary sesgions ... where all the most important
guestlons were discugsed.” (Khrushchev, secret

gpeech)
Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3
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The "merciless struggle" against the enemleg of
Leninism is used by the 30 June Resolution to
Justlfy restrictions of democracy and by infer-
ence the mass repressions of Stalin, In the
secret gpeech it is uged to Justify only an
ldeological struggle, and its use by Stalin to
Justify mass represgsion 1s denounced: .

"Worth noting is the fact that even in the pro-
gregsg of the furlous ideoclogical fight against
the Trotskyltes, Bukharinites, Zinovievites and
others —-extreme repressive measures were not
used against them." (Khrushchev secret sgpeech)

6. The CPSU has recently reaffirmed that the principles of
one-party rule and individual leadership, which made Stalin
posgible, continue to be fixed for the Soviet syatem.,

"As to our country, the Communist Party was,

18, and will be the one and only ruler of
thoughts, the one to express the 1ldeas and
hopes of the people--their leader and organlzer
throughout theilr entire struggle for Communlsm."

"Lenin wrote in the very first months of the
organization of the Sovlet state: 'If is neces-

gary to learn to merge together the turbulent,
mass-meeting-like democratism of the working
magses... wilth 1lron lesdership 1in work, with un-
derurring submission to the will of the individual--
the Soviet leader--in work.'" (Pravda editorial
erticle, € July) '

"Combating the cult of the individual one should
remember that the petty bourgeols anarchist views
denylng the role of the leaders and organizers
o' the masses are allen to Marxlsm-Leninism.

The rich experience of sccilalist construction
teaches us that the principles of collective
leadership, broad development of socialiast demo-
cracy do not at all deny the role and responsl-
bility of the indlvidual leader for the matter
entrusted to him.

"It is also well known that the Communist Party
hag always upheld the principle of one-man
management at ilndustrial enterprises and of
one-man leadership in military matters.,"

Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3
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7. While disposing of the particular cult of Stalin, the
Soviet leadership has further revealed that it is wedded to
the leader cult in practice. Throughout Khrushchev's secret
speech, the 28 March Pravda edltorlal, the 30 June Central Com-
mittee Resolutlion, and subsequent statements, Lenin is quoted
as the ultimate authority for all questions. Khrushehev, in
hig secret speech, called for the establishment of "Lenin
prizes" and construction of "a Palace of Sovlets as a monument
to Vladimir Ilyich...." The cult of Lenin resumes more ful-
somely than ever:

Lenin Stalln
"The great Lenin, genial teach-  "The entire work of transform-
er and leader of the worklng ing our country took place un-
class and all toilers, founder der the dlrect leadership of
of the Communist Party, 1s the Comrade Stalin. Comrade Stalin
ingplrer and organizer of the kept perfecting the Soviet

Union of Soviet Socialist Repub- sclence of planning ... devel-
lics, Creatively developlng the oped and ralsed the Marxist-
Marxlst teaching, tralning the Leninist theory to an unrivalled

Party and preparing 1t for height ... Comrade Stalin 18 the

leadershlip of the masges 1n the mighty continuer of Lenin's

Socialist Revolution and the cause..." {Mikoyan on Stalin's

bullding of Soclallsm, Lenin..." 7TOth birthday, Pravda, 21 Decem-
per 1949)

8. The Sovliet leaders continue toward the Soviet people the
practices of concealment, evaslon, and manipulation of the truth
which contributed to the rise of Stalin and rationallzed his
crimes., The ability and the readlness of the reglime toc do this
shows that it 1s inherent in the Soviet system.

a. Concealment of Stalin's Crimes

Khrushchev secret speech: "We cannot let this
matter get out of the Party, especlally not to
the press."

30 June CC Resolution: "“... the CPSU ... told
the whole truth, no matter how bitter."

The facts are that the Khrushchev speech has not
been published in the USSR. Stalirn's personal
responsibility for the use of torture, fabrica-
tlon of cases, mass repressions, mass deporta-
tions of mationalities; involvement in Kirov's
murder, the Leningrad case, the Doctors!' Plot;
mlstreatment of Khrushchev, Bulganin, Andreyev,
Molotov, etc.; his "plans to finish off the old
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members of the Political Bureau™; his personal
reaponsibllity for dlsmissing warnings of
Hitler's attack and for the failure of Soviet
military operations in the early stages of the
war; hisg despair in the early war period--all
the detalie of the Khrushchev speech have not
been published for the Soviet people. The

30 June Resolution and subsequent statements
have suppregsed, minimlzed or glossed over the
charges agalnst Stzlln made in Khrushchev's
gecret spsech.

Tampering with the "Bad" Period of Stalin's Rule

Khrushchev gecret speech: "Stalin's wilfulness
«os became fully evident after the Seventeenth -

‘Party Congress which took place in 1934." By

implication, the bad period even antedates the
Seventeenth Congress: "... Mass repressions
against actlvists increased more and more after
the Seventeenth Party Congress.”

30 June CC Resolution: The period 1934-1937,
during which great purges occcurred, 1is glossed
overy Stalin's thesls on intensification of* the
class struggle, whieh was "given prominence in
1937 ... was the basls for the grossest viclations
of Soclaligt law and mass repressions.” Emphasis
18 shifted away from these earlier purges to the
perlod "when /19387 the criminal band of the

agent of international imperialism, Berla, was

put at the head of the state security organs."

The Lie that the Peoplie or Even the Party as a

Whole Rule in the USSR

30 June CC Regolution: "... For nearly 40 years
the authority has been In the hands of the working
¢lass and peasantry.'

Khrushchev secret speech: "Stalin headed the Party
and the country for thirty years ... S3talin decided
everything ... No one could say anything that was
contrary te his opinleon ... Stalin separated him-

8elf from the people and never went anywhere ...

Posgessling unlimited power, he indulged in great
wilfulness and choked a person morally and physi-
cally. A sltuatlicon was created where one could
not express one's own will."
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Attempt fo Shifft the Blame onto the West

30 June CC Resolutlon: "For over a quarter of

a century, the Soviet country was ... & besleged
fortress situated 1n a capitalist encirclement

«vs LEnemles sent 1into the USSR a large number

of sples and diverslonists... The threat cf a

new imperialist aggression against the USSR became
particularly intenge after the advent to power of
Fagcism in Germzny in 1933... In the course of

a flerce struggle agalnst the whole world of
imperlaiism cur country had to submift to certain
restrictions of democracy..."

Khrushchev secreft speech: Ignores the "capitalist
encirclement” bogeyman in deseribing fthe condi-
tlons under which Stalin exercized his Tyranny and
seeks fo Justlfy Stalin's mlsrule as 1n fhe in-
terests of the Soviet pecple. Khrushechev makes

a polnt of the"fact thet "Stailn ... used extreme
methods and masgs repressicns at a time when the
revolutlon wag ailready victorious, when the

Soviet state was strengthened ZEtc;7,"

Since tThege two positions contradict each cther;
it is eviden®t that the position of the Resoiution
ig an attempt to divert attention from internal
tensgions to an external enemy.

Attempt tc Shift the Blame onto the Soviet People

Khrushchev secret speech: Makes it c¢liecar that
Stalin ruled vy tervror exerciged through his con-
trol of the secret police. Stalln "was the chief
prosecutor” in the purges. "Stalin not only agreed
to, but on his own initiative, Ilsaued arrest orders.”
Stalin issued the order for the use of torture, etc.

30 June CC Regolution: "Any action against him ...
would nct have been understood by the people ...
would not have received support from the people."”
"The people consciously assumed ... certaln re-
strictions of democracy, Justifiled by the loglc of
the struggle of our reople for socialism under clr-
cumstances of capitalist encirclement.”

Deception Concerning Foreign CP Criticisms

The 30 June CC Resoliution, whille acknowiedging that
"ecertaln of our friends abroad are not quite clear
the question of the perscnalility cult and its

OT1
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consequences,' attempts to shift the blame for
"confusions" onto the "tricks and devices" of
"imperialist quarters" and lgnores the fact that
many CPs have been thrown into turmcll by the
revelations of tThe Khrushchev speech itself.
The Resolutlon and later materlals deceive the
Soviet pecple about the turmoll produced by the
Khrushchev speech, and suppress the foreign CP
criticisme by selectively quoting from forelgn
CP statements to show thelr approval.

The Togllatti Nuovli Argomenti interview wlth 1ts
gearching analysls has noT been publisghed in the
USSR. Only a single suggestion--that the Soviet
system mlght have "degenerated" under Stalin--
has been clted by the Remolution, 1in order to be
reJected cavallerly. The much more moderate
article by Eugene Dennis was published instead,
but with the deletion of the references to anti-
Semitlsm under Stalin.

The Soviet leadershlp has followed the same prac-
tice of selectlivity since the publication of the
30 June Resclution in an attempt to deceive the
Soviet people into thinking that the Resolution
has met wlth unqualified endcrsement by the
foreign CPs:

"The majority of representatives of the broad
publiec in various countries, notes the French
paper L'Humanite,'look upon the decisgion on the
personality cult and its consequences as ‘one
¢ the fundamental documents in the hiatory of
the international workers! movement...'"

: "The Central Commlttee of the Hungarian Workers'

! Party has declared that under the influence of

; the hlstoric declsions of the 20th CPSU Congress
lnner party democracy has become stabilized in
FEungary; the democracy of state and publiec life
hag strengthened, and soclallst law has become
firmer,”

"In Italy, the General Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Itallan Communist Party says

that executive bodles of the Itallan Communist
Party unconditionally approve the actlons which
have and are belng taken by the leaders of the

CPSU for the complete overcoming of the personality
cult of Stalin, both 1n the Soviet Union and 1in

the International Workers'! Movement,'
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"The General Secretary of the National Commltiee
of the United States Communist Party, E. Dennis,
states: 'The declsion provides a correct assess-
ment of the mallclous alms of thoge reactionary
c¢ircles whlch would have liked to bury the
cologsal achlevements of the 20th CPSU Congress
under a mountain of suppositions concerning the
revaluatlon of Stalin. The assessment of him

1s in accord with our views. It 1s that reaction-
ary circles in the United States and other coun-
trles are seeking to distort Khrushchev's special
report on Stalin in order to destroy solidarity
of the Internatlonal Working Class Movement."
(TASS despateh to Soviet provineilal press, 10 July)

Concerning the questions of foreign Communlsts
which are not being satisfactorily answered by the
Soviet leaders, and the criticisms from abroad
which the leaders are concealing from the Soviet
people, see Appendix.
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II. Stalin's Rule as a Source of Degeneration
of the Scviet System '

While not denying that Stalin's actlons were harmful to
the Party and the USSR, the CPSU has minlmlzed the narmful ef-
fects of his acts and denied, without bothering to support the
denial in serious terme, that the nature of the Soviet Communist
system was perverted by Stalin. From the Free World point of
view, this question may seem of dubious importance, slnce it
is impossible to separate Stalin from the system which gave
him power and which 1n turn reflects his handiwerk. It 1s alsc
questionable whether the "perversion" of a fundamentally bad
system 1s 1n fact possible. The questlon 1s, however; of eriti-
cal concern to those who are firmly identified with or dedlcated
to the system. In the Khrushchev speech, the damage done by
Stalin to both Party and sta%e was extensively described ln
yery specific terms, and was shown to have serlously affected
the essentials of the system. This could and did lead natur-
ally to observations and questions by forelgn (i.e., non-Soviet)
Communlgts concerning the pcssibility of some degeneratlion or
distortion having occurred in the system. The 30 June Central
Committee Resolution, in denying the charges and in cuttlng off
further Communist discussion of the question, uses a limlted
and unreallstic definiticn of what constitutes the essence of
the Soclalist order, and a dogmatic "Stalinist" statement that
. guch thinkin% ig un-Marxist, contrary to truth, and heretically
"idealigtic." Thus it evades the majJor lssue of the de-
Stalinizatlon process. The Resolution's denial 1s belled by
Lenin's warning that Stalin could distort the system, a point
which Khrushchev himself raised in his secret speech:

"Pearing for the future fate of the Party and the
Soviet nation, V. I. Lenin made a completely correct
characterization of Stalin..."

T. The effects of Stalin's actions on both the party and
state were so fundamental and serious that they undoubtedly
have modified the system. '

a. "The principle of colieective leadership is ele-
mentary for the proletarian party, for the Lenin-
type party ... in the course of about 20 years,
we in fact had no collective leadership.”
(Mikoyan, 20th CPSU Congress)

b, "Isolaticn of the Soviet public and state or-
ganizations from the outer world" was acknowl-
edged by Mlkoyan as having been an error in
Soviet policy, and he refers toc "fear of all
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that can happen from contact between Soviet
people and foreigners," as an alleged source

of thls error. Khrushchev states in his speech
that "Stalin demonstrated his suspicilousness
not only in relation to individuals--but in
relation to whole parties and nations." Twenty
years of such 1solation must have had a serious
effect upon the system, as the 1nabillty and
unwillingness of the present leaders fo conslder
and understand the criticlsms of foreign CP
leaderg show.*

c¢. "During the past 15 or 20 years there has been
very little drawing upon the treasury of Lenin's
ldeas for the understanding and explaining of
events." (Mikoyan, 20th CPSU Congress)

Since the sclentific analysis of events 18 an
1ndispensable aspect of the Soviet gystem, the
non-Leninist interpretation of eventsg for 20
~years 1s bound to have had a serlous effect upon
the system,” varticularly since a whole generation
of leaders has developed durlng thls period.

d. "The cult brought about ... sterile administra-
tlon, devlatlons of all sorts, covering up of
shortcomings and varnishing of reality., Our
nation gave blrth to flatterers and specialists 1n
false optimism and deceit." (Khrushchev secret
speech)

If Stalin's actions produced and gave authority to liars,
‘decelvers, and sterlle adminlstrators, the actlons of such in-
dividuals must 1n turn have had a serious effect upon the system,
in which they occupled so many positions, Note the references
In the 30 June Central Committee Resolutlon to "the mistakes in
leadership In critical segments of the Soviet system which were
countenanced by Stalin." The secret Khrushchev speech 1s more
breclse, and states that these characteristics were the products
of Stalin's actions:

"Arbiltrary behavior by one person encouraged ...

arbltrariness in others... We should not forget

that due to the numerous arrests ... many workers

began to work uncertainly, showed overcautiousness,

. Teared all that was new, feared their own shadows...-
This all produced the danger of bureaucratizing the
whole apparatus."”

* See 30 June Resolutlon comment: "Certain of our frilends abroad
have ... tolerated a wrong Interpretation of certain of 1ts

_ /the cult's/ aspects."
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If the "whole apparatus'" was bureaucratized, how
can it be sald that the system was not affected?

2. The Central Committee Resolution, in denying that Stalln's
rule perverted the system, charges that those who believe that
Stalin could have changed the socio-political order "enter 1nto
profound contrddiction with the facts, with Marxism ... and give
way to 1dealism." :

In the light of the Resolution, should Khrushchev's
secret speech and Mikoyan's speech, which clearly show the all-
pervasive influence and limitless power of Stalln, now be con-
demned as un-Marxist and "idealistie"? It was primarily on the
bagis of the evidence and arguments in these two speeches, after
all, that Communist Party leaders abroad ralsed the question of
Stalin's effect upon the system. Are they also now to be con-
demned because they took these speeches serlously?

3. By emphasizing its "collectivity" the current leader-
‘ship 18 evading the 1ssue of continued concentration of unlimlted
power at the top. The small collective inherited all of Stalln's
powers and is capable of abusling these powers Just as despotlc-
ally as Stalin., No meanlngful changes have occurred.

a. The Khrusghchev speech states that Stalln abused
the power glven hlim and thereby increased hls
power to a polint where he was an absolute ruler:

"Later, Stalin abuslng hils power more and more,
began to fight eminent party and government leaders
and to uge ferrorlstic methods agalnst honest
Soviet people. Attempts to oppose ... resulted

In the opponent falling victim of the repression.
In such a situatlon, there 18 no need for any
sanction, for what sgort of sanectlon could there

be when Stalin declded everything?" (Khrushchev
secret speech)

b. It further stated that this absolute power made
actlon againsgt him impossible,

"Possessing unlimited power he /Stalin/ indulged
in great wilfulness. A gituation was created in
which one could not express his own will."
(Khrushehev secret speech)

¢, In Pravda of 6 July, the Communlst Party's con-
tinued possesglon of unlimited power 1s reaffirmed:

"As to our country the Communist Party was, 18,
and will be the one and only ruler of thoughts,

express the ideas and hopes of the people.”
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d. And power 1n the Party remains concentrated in
the hands of the collective leadership.

"Our Communist Party is the governing Partyo... .
The Central Committee ... ZE§7 a collectilve

leader of our Party...._ The Presidium of the
Central Committee ... /ig/ a regularly acting col-
lectlve body dealing with all® the most important
uegtions of the 1life of the Party and country."
?Khrushchev, Report of the Ckntral Committee to
the 20th CPSU Congress)

€. But there is even doubt that the "collective"
Preslidium decides matters, The introduction of
the idea of the "Leninlst core" suggests an even
greater concentration of power:

"The Leninist core of the Central Committee immed-
lately after the death of Stalin set a course of
regolute struggle...." (30 June Central Committee
Resolution)

4. The Khrushchey gpeech condemns the masgs repressions of
the Trotskyltes and other oppositionists as unnecesgary vlolence
and abandonment of Lenin's principle of ldeological struggle.
The Central Committee Resolution, however, by restricting its
crltlecism of mass repression to the period after 1937, tacitly
endorses the earlier repressive acts and impliecltly, therefore,
thie degeneration of the system under Stalin.

"Lenin used severe methods only in the most necesg-
gary cases ..., Stalin on the other hand used extreme
methods and mass repressions at a time when the
Revolution was already victorious, the Soviet state
Strengthened, when the explolting classes were already
ligquidated. ..."

5. The Khrushchev speech shows that what the 30 June
Resolutlon later referred to as the "training of the whole pecople
in a splrilt of constant vigilance and readiness in the face of
forelgn enemies" actually led to the weakening of the Soviet Army
at a critical tlme, and that mzss represslons created mass sus-
piciousness and mistrust. Such tralning 1s still a character-
istlc of the system and both z source and a symptom of 1ts
degeneration,

a. "For several years officers of all ranks, sol-
dlers in the party and Komsomol cells were
- taught to 'ummask! their superilors as hidden
enemlies. It 1s natursl that this cauged a
negative 1influence on the gtate of military
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dilscipline in the first war period." (Khrushchev
secret speech) ‘ -

b, "Mase represslons ... created a situation of un-
certainty, contributed to the spreading of un-
healthy suspiclon and sowed distrust among Com-
munists," {(Khrushchev secret speech)

¢, "The capitalist encirclement has sent into our
country no few sples and saboteurs..., We must
therefore 1n every way arouse among the Sovlet
people the revolutionary vigllance and strengthen
the state security organs." (Khrushchev, Report
of the Central Commlttee to the 20th CPSU Congress) .

Here Khrushchev shows that he is the direct hedr
of Stalin, who set forth this task to the 18th
CPSU Congress in 1939: "Never to forget that we

gre surrounded by a capltallst world; to remember
that the forelgn esplonage services will smuggle
spleg, murderers and wreckers lnto our country;
and, remembering this, to strengthen our Soclalist
intelllgence service and systematically help 1t

to defeat and eradicate the enemies of the people.”

d. "One must not show a careless attitude toward the
new machinations of the imperlalist agents, who
are trylng to penetrate 1nto Socialist countries
for the purpose of undermining the achlevements
of‘t?e workers," (30 June Central Commlttee Resolu-
tion ;

6. It 1s contradictory to give the system credit for major
succedses and at the same time deny its responslbillity for faill-
ures and evils of an equally serious nature. i

The Resolution states that counteraction agalnst
Stalin was taken during the war years by members of the Central
Committee of the Party and outstanding Soviet war commanders,
but ignores the major charge in the Khrushchev speech that the
moat serious lnjustices against the national minorities in the
USSR took place during thls same perlod. The most glaring
1ilustrations of inconsglstency follow:

a. "There were definite periods, for instance dur-
‘ing the war years, when the indlvidual acts of
‘Stalin were sharply restricted /and/ the nega-
tive consgequences of lawlessnessa and arbltrarl-
negs were substantially diminished." (30 June
Central Committee Resolution)

Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3

14



Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3

b. "At the end of 1943 ... a decislon was taken and
executed concerning the deportation of all the
Karachal from the lands on which they Ilived,

The same lot befell the whole population of the
Kalmyk Autonomous Republie ZElso Chechen, Ingush,
Balkarg/. “The Ukrainians avoided meeting this
fate only because there were too many of them,"
(Khrushchev secret speech)

7. From a Marxlst point of view, the 30 June Resolution
1g ungcientific. Marxism conftends that the poliltical order of
. & country reflects and interacts with the economic system at
the basge, and more generally that lndividuals are the products
of their environment. The Resolution simply says that the nature
of a regime ls determlned by who owns the means of production
and what clase holdspolitical authority. Since allegedly this
has not changed since 1917, the Soviet system has not changed.,
The Resolutlon thus ignores the question of relation between
economlie and political 1Instltutions and says 1n effect that 1%
doesn't really matter what happened since the Revolution. Further,
if the system has not changed since 1917, 1t cannot prevent the
rige of another Stalln, and also, the system itself must have
generated 1ts own degeneration. As Khrushchev put it,
... the cult of the person of Stalin ... became at
a certain specific stage the source of a whole
gerles of exceedlngly serlous and grave perversions
of Party principles, of Party democracy, of revolu-
tionary legality." (Khrushchev secret speech.,
Emphasis supplied.)

3. Whereas the 30 June Central Commlttee Resolution stated
that one-man rule could not possibly "change the nature of +he
Soclallst state,” 1t 1s a fact that Lenin prescribed some changes
for the Soviet system, and that in neglecting to carry them out,
Stalin changed the system, even ag Lenin had envisaged 1%.
Lenin specifically advocated tha® Lhe central gOvernment

", .. retain the union of the Socialist Soviet repub-

licg only 1n the sphere of military affairs and
diplomacy, while 1n other matters each of the people's
commigsariats will be fully independent." (Lenin,
"Concerning the Natlonal Questlon or 'Autonomizationt™)

This decentrallzation of key elements of power hag never been
. carried out.
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TIII. Refusal of the Current Leadership to Modify
The atalinist Concept of Soviet Democracy

The CPSU appears to have been alarmed and embarrassed by
evidence that the discussions of the cult of the individual re-
fiected the Soviet people's hope for a relaxatlon and democratl-
zatlon of the Soyiet state. At the same time, In many Commu-
niet Parties, there was evidence of a critical scrutinizing
and questioning of the true workings of inner-party democracy
in the 1light of the revelations concerning the operations of
the CPSU under Stalin. PFalling to understand or refusing to
conslder significant changes gseriously, the CPSU has clearly
indicated that the deceptive and pecullar Stalinlst concept of
Soviet democracy remains essentlally unchanged. ;

The 30 June Central Commlttee Regolution depicts popular
support of Stalin as a factor lmpeding the taking of acflon
against him. The Khrushchev secret apeech, on the other hand,
paints a pleture of the complete helplessneass and subjugation of
the entire nation--both people and Party--under Stalin's rule,
and of personal pride and willfulness as major motlves of
Stalin's actions. Examined against these two situations, the
posltion of the Soviet people 1n the atate 18 elther that of
glaves or helpless children %o be led by the Party.

1. In an attempt to suppress foreign Communlst and non-
Communist discusslon of the nature of Soviet "democcracy" in
Western terms, the 30 June Central Committee Resolutlon reverts
to Stalinist definitions. Accordingly, Soviet "democracy” 1is
reduced to such questions as the popularity of the regime, .
success of the Soviet state, civil liberties determlned by
those in power at thelr own discretilon, and materlial benefits.

The system of Soviets is described as a system of "egenuine
popular authority”:

"The essence of democracy 18 not in formal indlca-
tions, but 1in whether political authority serves -
and reflects in action the will and interests of
the majJority of the people, the interests of the
workers. Tne entlre internal and forelgn policy
of the Soviet state proclaims the fact that our
regime 1s truly democratic, a truly popular reglme.
The highest aim of the Soviet state's dally concern
18 the raising 1n every respect of the people's
1iving standards, the securing of a peaceful exisgt-
ence for 1ts people." (30 June Central Commlttee
Resclution) : '

Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3

16



Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200300001-3

2. The Khrushchev gsecret speech denles the possibility that
the Soviet aystem under Stalin's absclute rule could reflect the
degires and begt Interests of the people, since Stalin isolated
himself from the people and was not aware of the real state of
affairs.

atalint's reluctance to congider lifefs realities
' . and the fact that he was not aware of the real state
of affalrs in the provinces can be illustrated..."

"Staliln never traveled anwwherej did not meet city
and collectlve workers...

"Stalin was very far from an understanding cf the
real sltuatlon at the front. Thls was natural be-
causge during the whole patriotic war he never
vislted any section of the front..."

And "Stalin decided everything." (Khrushchev secret
gpeech)

3« The 3ovilet leadershlp has recently reaffirmed that the
Sovlet people are irrevocably subordlnated to authoritarlan
one-party dictatership, "iron discipline," individual leader-
ship, and unrelenting control of the press. Alternatlive voleces
are still denied them, in splte of the now proven fact that
the Party could not protect the people, the Soviet state, or
1tgell agalngt a Stalln,

"As to our country, the Communlst Party was, 1is,
and wlll be the cone and only ruler of thoughta, the
one to express the ldeas and hopes of the peoplew-
their leader and organlzer throughout their entire
gtruggle for Communiam."

"A new homogenecus soclety has been creafted in the
Soviet Union. It is voild of any hostile classzes,
of any soclal groups whose interests fail to coin-
clde., Therefore, there 1s no soclal ground In the
Soviet soclety for the orlgination and existence
of other than the Communist Party." (Fravda,
editorial article, 6 July) -

- 4, Even the necesslty of "undemurring submission to the
wlll of the individual®™ is being propagated currently. LPrawdgﬁ
guoting Lenin, 8 July) '

"The rich experience of agceclaliast construetion
teaches us that the principles of collective leader-
ghip ... do not at all deny the role of the 1ndi~
vidual leader for the matter entrusted to him.,"
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5, Lenin 1s clted as the authority against freedom of
the press: "'Freedom of the press ... In a world in which
there exist capltalists, 1s freedom to buy the press, to buy
those who write in it, %o bribe and to fabricate public opinlon
in favor of the bourgeolsie' ... 1In our Sovlet country there
1s and there can be no freedom to buy or to bribe the press.”
(Pravda editorial article, 8 July) The argument that freedom

- would make 1t possible for hostile class 1nterests to maeke use
of a Soviet publication is contradictory to the argument em-
ployed to explaln why there is no need for more than one party
in the USSR: '

"pt the present time, as a result of the victory
of Soclallsm, a new homogeneous soclety hag been
ereated in the Soviet Unilon. It 1s vold of any
hogtile clagses, of any hogtile groups whose
interests fall to coincide. There is no soelal
sround in the Soviet soclety for the orilgination
and existence of other than the Communist Party.
(Pravda editorial article, 6 July. Emphasis gupplied.)

H

6. While the present leadership cites Lenin as authority
for 1ta restriction of democratic freedoms, the current
definition of Soviet democracy fails to meet even Lenin's
definition of demoeracy in at least one major regpect. Even
the Communlist Party 1tself fails to meet this test.

"Everyone willl probably agree that 'broad demo-
cratic princlples' presupposes two followlng
eonditions: first, full publicity, and second,
election to all functions. It would be absurd

to speak of democracy without publicity; that is,
publicity which extends beyond the circle of member-
ship of the organization.... No one would ever
call an organlzation that is hidden from every-

one but 1ts members by a vell of secrecy, a demo-
cratic organization." (Lenin,"What is to be Dorie?™

"We cannot let this matter get beyond the party,
egpeclally not to the press. It is for this rea-
gon we are considering 1t here at a closed Congress
session." (Khrushchev secret speech)

7. The Soviet leaders today also contlnue to viclate
Lenin's dictum that even in the pecullarly Soviet type of
"democracy” the people "must have the right to_know and check
even the smallest step in ... /The/ work ... /of/ their respon-
gible leaders."

a. This statement was quoted in the Pravda edl-
torial article of 28 March, "Why I8 the cult
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of the 1ndividual alien to the gpirit of Marxlsm-
Leninism?"

The Khrushchev'speech of 25 February, belng

gecret and enjoining secrecy, violates this

principle, as do many other events. (For ex-
ample, the facts and pleadings of the cases of
Berla, Baglrov, et al.,have never been publisghed.)

The statement 1n the 30 June Central Committee
Resolution that opposition te Stalin would "not
have been understood by the people' shows that the
regime has never consldered 1t necessary to let

the people know the truth. The Soviet people are
congidered incapable of comprehending the truth
(since their 1ldeas are the creations of official
propaganda} and are only told those things that
sult the particular needs of those 1n power (Stalin
or the "collective").

8. The thesis concerning Stalin's popularity, as stated in
the 30 June Central Commlttee Resgolutlon, shows that the current
Sovliet leadershlp believes the people to have been elther fools

or dupes:

fools, 1f in the light of what wae happening in the

Soviet Union, they still loved 3talin; dupes, 1f what was happen-
Ing was kept from them by a controlled propaganda machine,
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IV. The Question of Co-Responsibility for Stalln's Tyranﬁz

In the course of the de-Stalinlzatlon campaign the CPSU
leadershlp--or at least a majJor element of it--has sought tTo
avold discusslon of the question of its co-responsibllity for
Stalin'g errors and crimes. The gecret speech, however,
Intentlenally or unintentlonally, ralsed this gquestion when
1t clearly implicated many of the leaders in the authentl-.
catlion and executlon of Stalin's polilciles, showed that they
knew about his 1llegal methods of action, and described how
they sympathlzed with some who did oppose Stalin. The secret
speech also shows that 1n many instances Stalin had the actilve
gupport of the leaders, and that even as late ag the World
War 1T pericd, they urged him to resume active leadershlp affer
he had largely withdrawn as a consequerice of the Ilnltilal
Soviet defeats. In an effort to conceal théir culpability,
the 30 June Central Commlttee Resolution and later materlal
refrain generally from mentloning these facts. They seek to
shift responsibility to the Soviet pecple, and "objective"
circumstances, and also to shut off foreign Communist discus-
glon of the 1lssue.

1. Khrushchev, in seeklng to explaln why the members of
the Politburo did "not assert themselves" againgt Stalln, ad-
mits co-responsibility: "The members of the Political Bureau
viewed these matters in a different way at different times,"

a. "Initilally, many of them backed Stalin because
he was one of the strongest Marxists and his
loglc, his strength and his will greatly influ-
enced the cadres and party work." (Khrushchev
secret speech) .

b, This was in spite of the fact that Lenin had
‘warned the Party agalnst Stalln and urged his
removal from the pegt of Secretary General.
(Leninfs "Testament") In other words, the Party
leaders digregarded Lenin's advice and put
themselves into Stalin's hands, "hoping that
he would heed the critical remarks of Vladimir
Ilylch and would be able to overcome the defects
which caused Lenin serious anxiety." (Khrush-
chev secret speech) :

2. By 1934, according to Khrushchev, Stalin "had so ele-
vated himself above the Party and above the natloén that he
ceased to conslder either the Central Commlttee or the Party."
The CPSU has completely falled to explain how this arrogation
of one-man power by Stalin occurred, at the time when the

Party was 8till capalble of restricting hls powers.
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of the individual alien to the gpirit of Marxlsm-
Leninism?"

The Khrushchev speech of 25 February, being‘

gecret and enjoining secrecy, violates this

principle, as do many other events. (For eX-
ample, the facts and pleadings of the cases of
Beria, Bagirov, et al.,have never been published.)

ThHe statement 1n the 30 June Central Committee
Resolution that opposition to Stalin would "not
have been understood by the people" shows that the
reglime has never consldered 1t necegsary to iet
the people know the truth. The Soviet people are
congidered incapable of comprehending the truth
(slnce their ideas are the creatiocns of officilal
propaganda) and are only told those things that
sult the particular needs of those in power {Stalin
or the "collectlive”),

8. 'The thesis concerning Stalin's popularity, as stated in
the 30 June Central Commlttee Resolution, shows that the current
Soviet leadership believes the pecople to have been elther fools

or dupes:

fools, 1f in the 1ight of what was happenling in the

Soviet Unlon, they 8till loved Stalin; dupes, 1f what was happen-
ing was kept from Them by a controlled propaganda machlne.
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IV. The Question of Co-Responslbility for Stalin's Tyranny

In the course of the de-Stalinization campaign the CPSU
leadership--or at least a major element of it--~has sought to
avold discusslon of the questlon of its co-responsibility for
Stalin's errors and crimes. The secret speech, however,
Intentipnally or unintentionally, raised fthls questlon when
1t clearly impllcated many of the leaders in the authenti-
gatlon and executlion of Stallin's pollcles, ghowed that they
knew about his illegal methods of action, and descrlbed how
they sympathized with some who did oppose Stalin. The secret
speech also shows that 1n many Instances Stalln had the actilve
gupport of the leaders, and that even as late as the World
War IT perlod, they urged him to resume active leadershlp after
he had largely withdrawn as a conseguence cof the initial
Soviet defeats. In an effort to conceal théir culpablllty,
the 30 June Central Committee Regolution and later materlal
refraln generally from mentloning these facte. They seek to
ghift responsibllity to the Soviet people, and "objJective"
clrecumstances, and also to shut off foreign Communist dlscus-
gion of the 1issue.

1. ZXKhrushchev, in seeking to explain why the members of
the Politburo dld "not assert themselves" againsgt Stalin, ad-
mitg co-responsibility: "The members of the Polltical Bureau
viewed these matters 1n a different way at different times."

a. "Initially, many of them backed Stalln because
he was one of the strongest Marxists and hils
logic, his strength and his will greatly influ-
enced the cadres and party work." (Khrushchev
gsecret speech)

b. Thls was in spite of the fact that Lenin had
warned the Party agalnst Stalin and urged hils
removal from the post of Secretary General.
(Lenin's "Teatament") In other words, the Party
leaders disregarded Lenin's advice and put
themselves 1nto Stalin's hands, "hoping that
he would heed the critical remarks of Vliadimir
Tlyich and would he able to overcome the defects
which caused Lenin serious anxlety." (Khrush-
chev secret speech) :

2., By 1934, according to Khrushchev, Stalin "had go ele-
vated himself above the Party and above the natlon that he
ceased to consilder either the Central Committee or the Party."
The CPSU has completely falled to explain how thils arrogation
of one-man power by Stalin occurred, at the time when the

Party was 8till capable of restricting his powers.
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3. Thereafter, Stalin made use of police power to terror-
ize the Pariy and the people.

"Stalin acted ..., by imposing his concepts and de-
manding absolute submission ©o his oplnion, Who-
ever oppoged this concept or tried to prove hils
viewpoint, and the correctness of hils position,
was doomed to removal from the leadlng collective

. and to subsgequent moral and physical annihilation.”
(Khrushchev secret speech)

> 4, Tt 18 evlident that the other leaders, in order to re-
main In power, submitted tc Stalin's wlll and In thils respect,
bear responslblllity wilth him for the crimes. The statement in
the 30 June Central Commlttee Resolutlon--that 1t was not "a
questlon of personal courage"--is amply demonstrated in the
Khrushchev speech to have been false. The other leaders, in
order to galn and protect thelr positlons, became the "many
flatterers and specialists in false optimism and decelt," whilch
Khrushchev sald had been produced under Stalin.

5. The Sovlet statements have negleeted to account for
the fact that Stalin's thesgls on the intensification of the class
struggle--which both Khrushchev and the 30 June Central Commlittee
Regolutlion sald was a maJor weapon In Stallin's terror policy--
was accepted by the Central Committee 1n 1937 desgpite Khrushchev's
claim that many cpposed 1t.

6. The 30 June Central Commlttee Resolution produces, for
the first time, an allegation that there was "counter-action
agalnat the negative manifestations which were connected with
the pergonality cult..." The "counter-action" was credited to
a "Leninist core of leaders." .The Resolutilon states that "there
were certain perilodsg, for instance during the war years, when
the individual acts of Stalin were sharply restricted.,”

a. There 18 no explanatlon of why the "core" was
able to act at "certain" times, but not at
ctherg; nor of how it was able to survlve
agalnst the certain "vengeance'" whilch Khrushchev
gald awalted anyone who opposed Stalin.

b. It 1g not explained why the "core" failed to
act at what would appear, from Khrushchev's
gecret gpeech, to have been a golden opporfunity
to take power away from Stalin, namely, when
the Central Committee Plenum was called in Octo-
ber 1941, Stalin refused to meet with the Cen-
tral Committee members, but Lf the "core" had
been regolute, the Plenum could have been con-
vened wlthout Stalin.
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¢. The exlstence of a "Leninist core" brings into
questlion the role of those "members of the
Political Bureau" who recalled Stalin to active
leadership from the state of inactlvity into which
Khrushchev stated he had withdrawn. Were they
membera of the "core"? If so, what has the "core"
done to punish them for bringing Stalin back?

7. Khrushchev has claimed that the other leaders were ig-
norant of ‘many of the facts of Stalin's crimes until after the
removal of Beria. Even 1f the 1mpossibility of the other
leaders having worn blinders throughout the entire Stalin
period ig not taken into account, the clalm is not valid.

a. In hls gpeech, Khrushchev admits that he, Mikoyan,
and Kaganovich knew in 1931 that Beria's reputa-
tion wags bad (i.e., iong before Beria got power),

b. The leaders knew that many top functionaries were
belng purged; they also knew what measures the
Party statutes prescribed and that these statutes
were belng vlolated,

¢, Karushchev, along with msny others, knew of Stalin's
coded telegram of 20 January 1939 (to Secretaries
of Oblast and Kral Committees, etc.) endorsing the
uge of torture.

d, Ignaflev must have had access to MVD records in
1952, before Berila's ouster. (Ignatlev, ilncident-
ally, attended the 20th Congress and is now Party
Secretary in Bashkir.)

e, The "Committee of Infermation," established in
1947 under the Council of Ministers, had access
to all data on the activitles of the Soviet
intellligence organs, which Stalin personally
explolted to liquildate his opponents. Molotov
wag chalrman of the committee 1n the begilnning.
The committee existed until 1951. V. A. Zorin,
Andrei Vyshinsky, and Yakub Malik were also con-
cerned wlth the committee,

_ 8. The 30 June Central Commlttee Resolution states that
"immedlately after the death of Stalin, the Leninlst core of
the Central Commlittee get a course of resolute struggle agalinst
the perscnality cult and 1%s grave congequences.”

a. Khrushchev was hailing Stalin as "the great
continuer of Lenin's cause" in April 1954,
(Speech to the Supreme Soviet)
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b. Even as lafte as December 1955, Stalin's birth-
day was the occaslon for adulatory statements
about hils merits.

9. The co-responsibility of the entire CPSU leadership
during the perlod of Stalin's rule is clear in the 30 June Cen-
tral Commlttee Resolution, which states: ‘

"All these difficulties on the path of bullding

. soclallsm were overcome by the Soviet people under
the leadership of the Communist Party and its Cen-
tral Committee whilch consiatently carried out
Lenin's general line."

If the Central Committee choosges to clalm credit for the achleve-
ments of the USSR, 1t stamps Khrushchev's statements that Stalin
ruled alone as a lile. Similarly, if "Lenin's general line" was
belng carrled out, how account for the Stalinist evil? Was

that a result of "Lenin's general line"?
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V. The Question of Credit for Soviet Achlevements

The current regime, while placing the blame upon Staliln
for excesses and evils, denles that he 18 entitled to exclu-
give credlt for the major successes of the Sovilet state during
the past 40 years. As a consequence, the guestion of wiho
degerves the credit arlses.

While the Khrushchev secret speech was 1n general non-
partisan in giving credlt for successes to the Party, the
government, technical and intellectual leading workers, and
the Soviet people, 1t was qulte explicit in giving credlt for
the successful prosecutlon of the war to the generals, and in
the same context carried implied criticism of the actionsg of
the Party in connectilon with preparednessg and the efficlency
of the Armed Forces Just prior to World War II. ILater material,
particularly the Pravda editorlal of 6 July, is less balanced,
and claims the greatest share of credit for the Party for all
the socialist successes. In the 30 June Central Committee
Resolution a so-called "Leninist core" of the leadership lays
¢laim to major credlt for ltself,

Although, according to the secret speech, the restoration
of the Party to its rightful role was an avowed alm of the
de-Stalinization campaign, the speech's revelatliong of the ex-
tent to which the Party had been 1lgnored and deprived of power
under Stalin evoked from Communists everywhere embarrassing
questions of what essential role the Party played in the Soviet
system. This appears to have inspired the observed shift in
treatment of the Party's claim to credit for the past successes
of the Sovlet state.

1. The Khrushchev speech gives major credlt for the suc-
cegsful conduct of the war to the Soviet generals.

"We pald wlth great losses until our generals,
upon whose shoulders rested the whole weight of
conducting the war, succeeded 1ln changing the
gituation and shifting to flexible maneuver opera-
tions, which immedlately brought serloug changes
at the Front favorable to us.' (Khrushchev secret
speech)

"And where are the military on whose ghoulders
rested the burden of the war? ... With Staliln in,

no room wag left for them." (Khrushchev secret
speech)
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2, The Khrushchev apeech criticizes the role of the Party
In connectlon with the Sovliet Army's preparedness for war.

"For several years officers of all ranks and even
goldiers 1n the Party and Komsomol cells were

taught to 'unmask' their superilors as hidden
enemies. It 1s natural that this caused a3 nega-
tlve influence on the state of military digcipline
in the flrst war period.," (Karushchev secret speech)

"Before the war ... all our political-educational
work was characterized by its bragging tone; when
the enemy violates the holy Soviet soll ... we will
battle the enemy on his soll and we will win wlth-
out much harm to ourselves. But these positive
statements were not based in all areas on concrete
facts," (Khrushchev secret speech)

3. The Resolution claims credit for the "Leninlst core”
of the CPSU leadership which 18 inconsistent with the statements
in the Khrushchev speech.

a. "During the war years, the individual acts of
Stalin were sharply restricted... It is known
that precisely durlng this period members of
the CGentral Committee and also outstanding Soviet
commanders took over certaln sectors of activity
+0» made 1ndependent decisiong, and through
their organizational, pclitiecal, economic, and
military work ... insured the victory of the
Soviet people in the war." (30 June Ceniral
Committee Resolution)

b, "It would be incorrect to forget that after the
first severe disaster ... Stalin thought this
was the end... After this Stalin ... ceasged to
do anythlng whatscever. He returned to active
leadershlp only when some members of the Political
Bureau vislted him and told him that it was neces-
sary to take certaln steps immediately to improve
the sltuation at the Front." (Khrushchev secret
speech)

4. The CPSU claims that credit for all the successes of
- the Soviet state belongs to the Communist Party.

"Our soclalist state owes all ite successes to
the leadership of the Communist Party." (Pravda,
6 July)
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5., The Party seeks to assume credit for all the actions
of itg members in the Soviet government and the Sovlet economy.

"Whenever the country was 1in danger ... the Com-
munists were the first to rush ahead... During
the years of the Great Fatherland War ... the
Party directed 1ts best forces to the milltary
fronts and to decisive sectors in the rear.”

"Our Party 1s boldly leading us along this path
threngthening Soviet state, upsurge of agricul-
Ture, etc.,/ for 1t unites in 1ts ranks the most
progressive, the most congclous ... sectlon of
the Soviet people.”

"By 1ts tremendous efforts ... the Party has ac-
cumulated a rich experience of leadership in all
spheres of the state--economic and cultural con-
struction... Nearly four decades have passed ...
and each day ... was filled with the tireless
actlvity of the Party in directing the country,

in the socialist transformation of 1ts economy and
culture, 1n defense of what has been achieved ...
and in strengthening and development of the
principles of the internatilonal solidarity of the
workers." (Pravda, 6 July) '

6. The falseness of the last quotatlon given above from
Pravda, 6 July, can be abundantly demonstrated by comparison
Wwith the many statements glven elsewhere¥ concerning the Party's
1ack of initlative and authority and the helplessness of the
Party leadership durlng Stalln's years,

7. Although the CPSU clalms that 1ts great strength 1s
shown by 1ts campalgn against the cult--

"The fact that we present in all its ramificatlons
the Basic problem of overcoming the cult--1is an
evidence of the great moral and political strength
of our Party." (Khrushchev secret speech)

"The fact that the Party 1tself openly and boldly
posed the questlon of liquidating the personality
cult--is the best proof of the force and viabllity
of the Soviet Socialist regime." (30 June Central,
Commlittee Resolution) f

--it immediately destroye the argument and shows 1ts true .
weakness by admitting that action agalnst Stalin was not pos-
s1ble until his death.
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"The 20th Congress and the entlre policy of the
Central Committee after the death ¢f Stalin
bear vivid testimony..."

"Why did these people not take a atand against

Stalin and remove him from leadershlp? This

could not be done 1n the circumstances ... such a
stand would have been considered a blow agalnst

the unlty of the party and the whole state, extremely
dangerous 1n the presence of capltalist encircle-
ment." (30 June Central Committee Resolution)

"After Stalin's death the Central Committee began

+ee 8 policy of explaining concisely and consistently
that 1t 1s ... foreign to the splrit of Marxlsm-
Leninism to elevate one person ..."

"Why dld they not assgert themselves against the cult
of the individual 1n time? ... Attempts to oppose
resulted in the opponent falling victim to repres-
sion."” (Khrushchev secret speech)
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VI. ‘"Guarantees" Against Recurrence of Stallnlsm

Safeguards adequate to ensure that another Stalin cannot
arlse do not, In splte of the CPSU Resodlutlon, exist at present
in the Soviet gystem,

-~ After the Khruschev speech called for study and analysis
to determine what measures beyond those already taken would be
necessary to ensure that another Stalin could not arise, the
30 June Central. Committee Resolution abruptly stated that all
the necessary measures have already been taken, and that adequate
guarantees against a repetition of Stalin's actions now exist.

A review of the measures and guarantees referred to does not
demonstrate that the critical elements of the Party and state
system which led to Stalin's rise* have, in fact, been brought
under adequate control. In partlcular there i1s no provision for
popular checks on the leadership or for freedom of expression
and dlsseminatlon of ‘Ainformation. '

The fundamental dilemma over this question of guarantees
in the Soviet ‘system 1s shown c¢learly by the Khrushchev speech
to lie in the possibllity that deeds such as Stalin's can be
committed in the bellef fthat they are done in the interest of
the Communist cause 1ltself.

1. Restoration of collective leadership 1s clalmed as a
guarantee against the rise of another Stalin, but this state-
ment 1s meaningless since there are no guarantees that collec-
tive leadership i1tself will continue, or that %the collective
itself wlll not become despotic.

Although Khrushchev said--"Lenin worked out the
principles of party direction ... stressing that the gulding
princlple of party leadershilp 1g 1ts collegiality. Lenin
rever lmposed by force his views upon hils co-workers,"
(Khrushchev secret speech)--there is no guarantee that a |
member of the collectlve leadership, 1f he sc chooses cannot
lmpose hls views upcn hls co-workers, nor any way in whilch
an attempt to do so could be observed by the ranks of the
party and the citizens.

2. As a guarantee of collective leadership, Lenin, in
his"Testament; placed his faith in the selectlon for the posi-
tion of Secretary General, of an 1ndividual who hags certain
personal characteristics. But as the case of Stalin demonstrates,

* See Section I
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the collectlve leadershlp cannot--even affer a warning such
as that given by Lenln--be trusted to select someone who wiil
not turn into another Staliln.

"The delegates /To the 13th Congress/ declared them-
gelves 1n favor of retalning Staliln, hoping that he
would heed the critical remarks of Lenln. (Khrush-
chev secret speech)

3. The power of the Party in the Soviet state 1s still
unlimited. No system of checks and palances operates within
' the Party to restrict the unlimited use of power by the collec-
tive leadership or by any individual acting in 1ts name, as
Stalin did (e.g., division of powers, limits on terms of office,
alter?ative candldates for leadershlp, to be chosen democrati- |
cally).

"As to our country, the Communist Party was, 1s, and
wlil be the one and only ruler of thoughts, the one
to express the ideas and hopes of the people--their
ieader and organlzer." (Pravda, 6 July)

"Lenin called the Central Commlttee of the Party a
collective of leaders and the guardlan and inter-
preter of party principles...lenin polnted ou¥t:

"OQur Central Committee constlfuted itself as a
clogsely centrallzed and highly authorltative group...'
(Khrushchev secret speech) -

4, Knrushchev demanded further critical study and the
taking of any additional steps needed to prevent the rise of
another Stalin, and deflned such study as a speclflc task.
Although this 1s stated as a task in the secret speech, this
work does not appear among the tasks listed 1n the 30 June
Central Committee Resolution, and there 1s no 1ndicatlon such
study 1s 1In progress.

"We have to conslder seriously and anajyre cortedtly
thls matter in order that we may preclude the possl-
b1llity of a repetitlon, 1n any form whatever, of

what took place during the life of Stalin." (Khrush-
chev secret speech)

Adherence to Soclalist law 1s clalmed as a guarantee
against the rigse of another Stalln, but no guarantee is given
that the collectilve leadership or anyone actlng in 1ts name as
Stalln di1d, must and wlll adhere to the law.
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"In such a sltuation there was no need for any
sanctlon; since what sort of sanction could there
be when Stalin declded everything?" (Khrushchev
secret speech) :

6. The decentralization measures carried out in the
Sovlet state are claimed to be guarantees agalnst the rise of
another Stalln. But the amount of decentralization which has
actually resulted from these measures is insignificant. 1In
any event, the measures do not restrict centralilzed control of
the three primary instruments of power identified by Lenin as
the organs of authority and repression under the dictatorship
of the proletarlat--the Army, the Police and the Communist Party.

7. 'The 30 June Central Commlttee Resolutlon states that
1t was not possible for the leadershlp to take asction agalnst
Stalln, because the people credited him with the Party's 3 %
succesges, and did not know of his errors. But there is no
guarantee that such a situation cannot recur since the practice
through which the people were misled--1i.e,, Party monopoly
control of all information channels, and of all information
concerning the activities of its leadership which reaches the
people~-cohtinues $o. operate. ' Co

a. "It should not be forgotten that the Soviet people
knew Stalin as a person who always acted in de-
fense of the USSR, and struggled for the cause of
socialism." (30 June Central Committee Resolution)

b. "We cannot let this matter get out of the Party
especlally not to the press. It is for this
reason that we are consldering it here at a
closed Congress gession. We should know the
1imits; we should not glve ammunition to the
enemy; we should not wash our dirty linen before
thelr eyes." (Khrushchev secret speech)

"We do not want to commit sulcide, and that is
why we will not do 1t." (Lenin, on granting
freedom of the press, quoted in Pravda, 8 July)

8. S8ince an authoritative interpretation of "objective
condltions" by the leadership of the Communist Party is all
that 1s required to sanction as necessary the reestablishment
of .8talinist practices and restrictions, the 30 June Central
Committee Resolution's statements -- "the most difficult period
in the development and establishment of socialism 1s behind us®
and "on the possibility of preventing wars durlng the present
era"--are the sole guarantees that the Stalln experience will
not be repeated. It has already been shown that errors can be
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made 1n such statements, and that the statements can be manlpu-
lated as the requirements of the leadershilp dictate,

9. The fundamental fact that guarantees cannot be depend-
able iIn the Soviet system is brought sharply into focus by

Khrushchev 1n the following statement:

"Stalin was convinced that this /Fls now condemned

actions/ was necessary for the defense of the interests

of the working class. He saw thls from She posltion

of ... the interest of the victory of socialilsm and Com-
> munlsm, We cannot say that these were the deeds of a

%iddy despot In this 1lies the whole tragedy!"

Knhrushchev secret speech)
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VII. Moscow Control Of Forelgn CPs Reasserted

Moved by CPSU pronouncements, some Communlist Partles
apparently miscalculated the extent to which criticism of the
CPSU, the Soviet system, and the taking of independent action
was permissable in the course of the de-8tallnlization campalgn,
and have been sharply snapped back 1lntc line by the 30 June
Central Commlitfee Resolution. -

Foreign Communlist comment and criticilsm, based on the.
30th Congress speeches and the Congress Resolution on the cult
of the indlvidual and on the "different roads to Socialism,"
initlaliy involved penetrating questions concerning problems
embarrassing to the Soviet leadership.* The release of the
Khrushchev speech (passed by the CPSU 1tself to top satelllte
Party figures, glven seml-officlal authenticatlon by Moscow
correspondents of forelgn Communigt Partles, and released by
the State Department to the world press) proveked an Intensi-
ficatlon of such questioning, as well as critlicism of the cur-
rent attitudes of the CPSU toward other Communist Parties. The
30 June Central Committee Resolution, which was apparently
directed primarily to the forelgn Communlst partles, and later
CPSU statements lmposed narrow limlts on discusslon, reprimanded
Parties which had violated those limits, and reminded them of
the essentlally unchanged dominance of the CP3U. Criticism
st111 emznates from Communist Partles, destroying the thesis
of the 30 June Resolublon that the cause of confuslon and dis-
senslon in the '‘socialist" world 1s the activity of antl-Com-
munist enemies and of the capltalist proponents of the cold war.
A measure of the perplexitiles of the forelgn Communist Partles
and of their dependence upon Moscow 1s provided by the rash of
trips by foreign Communlst leaders to Moscow and the migsion of
Suslov and company %o the 1ldth Congress of CP France.

1. The Soviet leaders%themselves were responglble for
lettlng foreign Communists think that they could begin to act
with greater freedom from Moscow--that they could criticlze and
gquestion the CPSU, and that they could begln to act wlth greater
independence from the Moscow llne.

a. The CPSU opened up the question of "national Com-
munism" 1n connectlon wlth the rapprochement with
Tito and the discussion of the "different roads
to Soclalism" which the rapprochement entalled:

# See Sectlions I - VI.
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"...while maintaining the unlty of the main and
most important matters and common path, the tran-
8ltlon to 3ocilalism in various countries will not

be quite alilke and ... each natlion will make its

own contribution to one form of democracy or an-
other, %o one form of the dictatorship of the
proletariat or another, to one phase of the Soclal-
18t transformation or another, and to the various
sldes of social 1life." (Suslov, 20th CPSU Congress)

The criticisms of Stalin at the 20th CPSU Congress
"shocked" the forelgn Communists and encouraged
them to Join 1n the criticism. The de-Staiiniza-
tlon campalgn was launched in the oper speeches

at the Congress, especlally in Mikoyan's state-
ments that "in the course of about 20 years, we

in fact h&ad no collective leadership" and his
critlclsms of Stalin's'Short History of the Ccpsy"
and"Economlic Problems of Scc1alism In the USSR."
These public CTPSU statéments provoked & mild flurry
In the foreign CPs. Some of the detalls of the
secret Khrushchev speech got into the Western Press
in mid-March, and provoked a somewhat stronger re-
actlon within some Western CPs--a reaction which
measurably increased when West European Communist
newsmen 1n Moscow reported that the secret speech
in fact had been gilven, and told some of the de-
tails of the speech, Meanwhlle, some satellilte
leaders (notably, Ulbricht and Rakosi) were dis-
cussing Stalin in sharp terms. All these develop-
ments, for which the CPSU 1ltself was regaponslble,
stlimulated foreign Communists into further questlion-
ing and criticism--a process which naturally reached
a climax when the gécret.speéch 1tself was.reléaged
tathe - preass.

2. TheuCPSU has since sought to throttle the foreilgn Com-
munigt criticlsm touched off by the revelations about Stalin.
The 30 June Central Committee Resolution clearly had this as

i1ts purpose.

a.

It misleadingly claims that the foreign CPs have
unqualifiedly endorsed the de-Stalilnization cam-
paign: "Condemnation by our Party of the per-
sonallty cult of J. V. Stalin and of 1its conse-
quences, brought approval and wide response in
all brotherly Communist and workers!' partieg."”

It lgnores the embarrassing questions raised by
the foreilgn Communists.
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¢. It belittles the confuslons by stating condescend-
ingly "that certain of our friends abroad are not
gulte clear on the question of the personallty
cult and 1ts consequences and sometlimes glve in-
correct interpretations of certaln points connected
with the personallty cult."

d¢. It condemns such criticisms as “absolutely wrong."
They are "not 1n accord wilth reallty and contra-
dict the facts.”

e, It shuts off debate by stating that the Stalin
issue 1s "a case of a past stage in the life of
the Soviet country.'

f. It claims that only the "enemies of Communism"
are responslblie for the confusiocon 1ln the 1Inter-
national Communist movement: '"Launching a slan-
derous campalgn, the 1deologlsts of the bourgecisie
are agaln ... attempting to cast a shadow on the
great ldeas of Marxism-Lenlnlsm, undermine the
trust of the worklng people ... to sow confusion
into the ranks of the lnternational Communist and
workers' movement."

8. It seeks to turn aside embarrassing baslc questions
' touching upon the Soviet system by "explaining" '
'Stalin's despotlsm as a result of "objective fac-

torg" (the machinations of the capltallsts) and

. . the "struggle agalnst the enemles of Leninism,"

' 3. More recently, the Soviet leaders hawe bluntly reminded
the non-Soviet Communist Parties that the diégussion period 1is
ended and that they must resume thelr role as unquestloning
agents of Moscow.

"If the workers' parties did not maintain unity of
action and cplnlon on the most 1lmportant questions,
this would play into the hands of the enemies of Com-
muriism and would harm the Party and the cause of
Sociallsm."” (Moscow broadcast to Europe, 12 July)

4, The CPSU has flatly rejected the idea of "national Com-
munism" for individual CPs:

"One should not forget that 1n certaln places there
- 8till are opportunist elements on whom the enemiles

of the working people are undoubtedly banklng. One
should also remember that among the insufflclently
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politically mature and exceedlngly credulous pecple

“there might be those who would fall for the noisy

words about 'national Communism' and for the conten-
Clon that internaticonal connections of Communist Partles
nave allegedly become 'superfluous,' and so on." (Pravda
editorial article, TASS, 15 July)

Not only has Moscow spoken agalnst "national Com-

! munism,”'but_it has even turned down the thesis put forward by
Togliatti that non-Communist parties can builld sociallesm.* The
CP must be in charge: :

"In other countries proceeding along the road to
soclalism; other workers' parties Zﬁay be glven the
opportunlty of taking part In the admlnistration--on
the conditlion that the leading role is assured for
the revolutionary Marxist party, which expresses the
interests of the working class in the most consistent

- manner /1.e., the CP/." (Pravda, editorial article,

6.
that all

6 July)

The 30 June Central Commltitee Resolution makes 1t eclear
the decisions are binding on the non-Soviet CPs, that

the de-Stalinlzatlon campalgn 1is designed to further the inte-

rests of

International Communism and that they must buckle down

to business without further dallylng over the Stalin issue.

a. The 20th Congress decislisons have "opened up new
prospects" for international Communism. The "im-
portant fundamental theses on peaceful coexlstence"
and the different "forms of transition of countries
to Soclalism" are "promoting" the "further consoli-
datlen of the positions of the world system of
Socialism,"

b. The CPSU, the Resolution states, "belleved that

even 1f the stand taken agailnst the cult of Stalln
caused some temporary difficulties, then in the
long run, from the point of view of the vital in-
terests and ultimate alms of the working classg,
thig would have a great posltive result."

¢, The forelgn Communists should realize that the

Stalin era 1s "a past stage,”" that the CPSU has
"been wilth exceptional persistence and determina-
tion llquidating the consequences of the person-
allty cult," and they should not be taken in by

* ",..There are countrlies where we wilsh to start soclalism al-

though the Communists are not the leadlng party."

(Togliattl,
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the "tricks and devices" of the "ildeologlst of
capltalism ... to distract the attention -

of the working people from the advanced and in-
spiring ideas posed before mankind by the Soclal-
1st world."

7. It 1s notable that the CPSU, in rudely clamping down
on the foreign CPs, has shown substantially less concern for
their problems and background than it has for the Yugoslav Com-
munists. According to the declaration of the CPSU and the
League of Communists of Yugoslavia (released 30 June)--

", ..proceeding from the fact that elther slde holds
allen any tendency to force 1ts views with regard to
the ways and forms of.socialist development, both sldes
have agreed that the aforesaid cooperation should be
based on complete voluntariness and equality, frilendly
criticism, and comradely exchange of vliews on the con-
tentious lssues between our parties." (TASS, Moscow,
20 June)
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VIII., Omlssions

Both the Khrushchev secret speech and the 30 June Central
Committee Resolution, in varylng degrees, refer to certaln
fundamental areas of policy in which Stalin 1s sald to have
commltted crimes or been in error. The followlng 1list notes
a number of actions 1in each of these areas which merit con-
) sideratlon they were not given.

1. Mass Hepressions (1934-1937)

While there 18 no charge in elther document that the
represslve actlvities 1n connection with collectivization merit
condemnation, the Khrushchev speech condemns as "unnecessary"
the repressive measures taken during the great purges agalnst
proven opposiltionists (Trotskyites, etc.). Thls condemnation
ls omitted from the 30 June Resclutilon, which agrees with the
Khrushchev speech only on the crimes involved in the use of
mass repression against loyal Party members during the same
perlod. Presumably as of 30 June the Central Commlttee had
declded that the mass repression of the opposition was after
all necessary, as Stalin had sald.

2.' Deportations

The gecret speech condemns a number of cases of mass de-
portations which "were not Justified by military necessity,"
but does not include those of the Baltlc states, eastern
Poland, or the Volga Germans, The resolution 1lgnores this

~matter entirely. ' '

3, Collectiviéation

Both the secret speech and the 30 June Central Commlttee
Resolution endorse the program of forced collectivizatlon,
which entalled the greatest single case of the use of violence
and mass repression in the history of the Sovliet Union. Al-
though this fact is not discussed, the treatment of the col-
lectivization perlod Justifies continued highlighting of the
inherent inhumanity and brutallty of the system.

. L. Antl-Semitism

The Soviet documents steer clear of the anti-Semitic im-
plications of the campalgn against cosmopolitanism in the early
poatwar perled and the doctor's piot Just before Stalin's death.
They lghore the questlons of foreign Communilsts about the murder
of Jewlsh cultural leaders and the destruction of Jewlsh cultural
institutions. Sovlet sensitivity on thils score was indicated
by the fact that Pravda's reprint of U.S. Communist leader Dennis!
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article deleted a phrase about the "snuffing out ... of more
than a score of Jewish cultural figures" and added a footnote
on the doctor's plot which implied that not only the Jews but
other natlonalltles were involved. :

5. Foreign Pollcy

In the field of Soviet forelgn policy, "peaceful relatlons
with other nations were often threatened becausge one-man declsions
could and often did cause great complications." :

"The willfulness of Stalirn showed 1tself ... in the inter-
national affairs of the Soviet Unilon." (Khrushchev secret
speech) o

However, the only matter specifically mentloned 1s the
cagse of Yugoslavia. By placing the blame on Stalin the present
Soviet leaders could, as they have 1n other matters, evade
responsibility for many acts which still obstruct the lessening
of international tenslons. The questlon naturally arlses
whether by falling to repudlate such acts the Sovlet leadership
does not risk being considered as giving taclt approval to them.
What were these wrong decisiong? Did they include the postwar
actlons in occupled northern Iran, the Berlin blockade, the
refusal to permit the European satellite states to participate
in the Marshall plan, the Korean war, the virulent antl-Amer-
ican propsganda campalgn of 1947-1951¢? Does the Yugoslav case
carry with it the implication that simllar wrong pollcles were
pursued--successfully--in dealing with other European Batellltes?
What of their actlons toward the Unlted Nations during the Korean
War?

In connectlon with Yugoslavia 1t should be noted that the

Soviet leaders when they visited Belgrade sought to put the
blame entirely on Beria rather than Stalln. :
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APPENDTIZX

- CRITICISMS AND QUESTIONS RAISED BY FOREIGN COMMUNISTS
IN THE COURSE OF THE DE-STALINIZATION CAMPAIGN

The material herein has been organilzed to cor-
respond generally with the organization fol-
lowed 1n the body of the paper, The preponder-
ance of Amerlcan and Italian materials is ex-
plained by the fact that Communists in these
countries have raised the mosat penetrating ques-
tlons. Extensive use has been made of quota-

- tlons from Pletro Nennl, the leader of the

Italian Socialist Party, which has been in cloge

alllance with CP Italy.
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CRITICISMS AND QUESTIONS RAISED BY FOREIGN COMMUNISTS
IN THE COURSE OF THE DE-STALINIZATION CAMPATGN

General

1. The Shock of the Khrushchev Revelations About Stalin

"There i1s 1little that one can say to take the deadly
edge off of the secret Khrushchev speech, and I, for
one, have no desire to enter the argument as to the
manner of 1ts presentation. I am puzzled but nost
deeply concerned as to why Mr. Khrushchev made the re-
port public in the fashion he did; my concern is not
wlth the manner of the document, but with its content.

"It 1s a strange and awful document, perhaps without
parallel 1In history; and one must face the faect that -
1t itemlzes the record of barbarism and parancic blood-
lust that will be a lasting and shameful memory to
civilized man." (Howard Fast, New York Dally Worker,
12 June) ‘

"We especlally, because we are Communists, understand
and share the profound grilef and shock of the Soviet
pecople. The crimes and brutalities that sullied the
latter period of Stalin's leadership are unforgivable."
(Eugene Dennis, New York Dally Worker, 18 June%

"All Communists, in common with all Demceratic and pro-
gregslve people, are deeply shocked by the 1njustices
and crimes which during the period under review violated
the essential principles of socialist demoeracy and
legality and dishonored the noble cause of Communism."
(Statement of the Political Commitiece of the British
Communist Party, London Daily Worker, 22 June) '

"... The text of Khrushchev's speech will both frighten
and shock those who read it." (Norway, Frineten, 8 June)

2. Inadequacy of Soviet Explanation Until the Publication of
the 30 June Central Committee Resolutlon

"The K. report lacks any kind of Marxist analysie of
Soviet soclety and historical reconstruction of the moment
In which under the influence of determinate obJective or
subJectlve relations all power was transferred into the
hands of Stalin.," (Pletro Nenni, Avanti, 24 June)
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"... As long as we confine ourselves, in substance, to
denouncing the personal faults of Stalln as the cause

of everything we vremain within the realm of the 'person-
allty cult.! First, all that was good was attributed

to the superhuman, positive qualities of one man; now

all that is evil is attributed to his equally exceptilonal
and even astonishing faults. In the one case, as well

as in the other, we are outslde the criterion of Judg-
ment intrinsic in Marxism.," (Palmiro Togliatti, Nuovi

Argomentl, 16 June)

"The explanations glven up to now of Stalin's errors,
their origin, and the conditlons under which they
developed, are not satisfactory. A thorough Marxilst
analysis to determine all the clrcumstances under which
Stalin was able to exerclse his personal power is indis-
pensable " (Statement of the Polltical Bureau of the
French Communist Party, L'Humanite, 19 June)

"We agree with the observations of Comrade Togliatti

and the French CP that it will be necessary to make a
profound Marxist analysis of the causes of the degenera-
tion in the functioning of Soviet democraecy and Party
democracy; that it is not enough to attribute these develop-
ments solely to the character of one individual, and that

a more adequate estimate of the role of Stalin, both 1n

1ts positive and negative aspects, wilill be necessary."
(Statement of the Political Commlttee of the Brifish Com-
munist Party, London Daily Worker, 22 June)

3. Reservations Concerning the Adequacy of the Soviet Explana-
tion of the 30 June Resolution

MMany Marxists wlll feel satisfled with the answers which
the Soviet Communist Party now presents. Many will feel
that the final answers stlll need to be found and that
the dlscusslon must continue." (New York Dally Worker
editorial, 3 July)

"As for my attitude at my well-known interview, perhaps
the best thilng to do now 1s to read carefully what I have
written. In my opinion, and I have sald so openly, thoe
line followed by the Sovlet Comrades 1n the constructlon
of a Communist society was undoubtedly right; but within
the general framework of this acknowledgement, there may
be differing opinions on the value and lmportance of

the errors committed under Stalin's leadership, the vio-
lations of legality, the restrictions on democracy, and
so on, over the economlc and political development of
the Soviet Union." '
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"I repeat that such differing opinions are possible and

a frank discussion on the matter cannot but prove ugerful
for the development of our movement..." (Palmiro Togllatti,
Paese Sera, 3 July) '

"From the resolutlon of the Central Commlttee emerges the
principle of the necesslity of 'War Communism' which Stalin
exploited for his dletatorial ends.

"But all this is still not sufficient. The phases of pass-
ing from the dlctatorship of the proletariat to that of

the Party, and from the latter to that of Stalin, are not
degcerlibed 1n the documents; nor is there any treatment of
how and why Stalin succeeded in carrying out his plans.

<o Why was 3talin able to succeed in ridding himself with
relative ease of all his adversaries, in depriving the
directing organg of the Party of autherity, in substituting
himself for Justice and government from local soviets all
the way up to the Supreme Soviets? Why dild the Party, the
soviets, the proletariat not resist before Stalin triumgphed,
and why were those who did reslst isgolated and defeated?

"The document of the Central Committee does not answer all
this; 1t does not explain why Stalinfs power was such that
he could explolt a fundamental error which prevalled in

the Bolshevik Party aftep the death of Lenin." (Editorial,
Avanti, 3 July)

I. -Fcréigp Communist Questions and Criticisms Touchlng
Upon_the Ba5Is of The Boviet System

1. General

"The no longer secret report of Khrushchev, which made
Stalin a sort of modern Ivan the Terrible, goes beyond

an attack on the man and hits the system, the ideologilcal
problems connected with the notion of dictatorshlip of the
proletariat and its application in the USSR, hits the
Leninist notion of the working party as well as the Stalin-
18% notion, and attacks the structure of the state born

of the October Revolubtion." (Pietro Nenni, Avanti, 17 June)

. "/In blaming everything on Stalin/ the true problems are
evaded, which are why and how Soviet society could and did
reach certaln forms alien to the democratic way and to the

; legality which it had gset for itself eveh to the point of
; degeneration." (Palmiro Togliatti, Nuovi Argomenti,
16 June)
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"Why did these things happen? Were they inevltable? Are
they inherent in socilalism, in Communist philosophy?"
(Eugene Dennls, New York Daily Worker, 18 June)

no

Questioning Soviet Sincerity in the De-Stalinization Campailgn

"17t is stated, that things have changed, but the truth is
that the only thing that has changed 1s the men in the
Kremlin... The ftruth of yesterday 1s not the truth of to-
day. In this way many ftruths become doubtful and the respon-
sibilities become collective.'" (Umberto Terracini, as re-
ported in New York Times, 30 March)

"If there was so much self-gerving intention substituted for
fact all along, not, as far as we know, opposed by the pree-
ent leaders, how do we know that they are telling the truth
now?" (Letter %o the editor, New York Daily Worker, 29 March)

"Why are we asked to take Khrushchev's word for all this?
Where 18 the proof? They are saying that Lenin left a will
in which he warned against Stalin. Trotsky also said the
same. So Khrushchev and Trotsky agree? Is Trotsky, too,
about to be vindicated? Is the great Andrei Vishinsky who
conducted the trials of the Trotskyltes another stinker?
Was 1t all Just a notion of Stalin's? How 1is the 'cult: of
the individual' built up without the consent of the other
members of the Central Committee? Why has the discussion
of the Stalin question suddenly ceased in the Worker?" -
(Letter to the edltor, New York Dailly Worker, 13 May)

3. Criticisms of the Soviet Leadership for the Handling of
the Khrushchev Report on Staliln

"We do not hesltate to state that we don't like the way
Khrushchevig speech was made public., The leaders of the
Scviet Union probably had their reasgons for letting the
contents come out plece-meal and in round-about way. In
our oplnion they made a mistake and should have published
the speech Immediately and made 1% available throughout
the world." (Editorial, New York Dally Worker, 6 June)

"...The Politburo regrets tha%t because of the conditions
under which Comrade Khrushchev'!s report was presented and
divulged, the bourgeois press was In a posltion to publish
facts of which the French Communlsts had been unaware. .
Such a situation 1s not favorable to normal discussion of
these problems within the Party. It facilitates, on the
contrary, speculatlion and maneuvers on the part of the
enemies of Communism.”" (Statement of the Polltical Bureau
of the French Communist Party, L'Humanite, 19 June)
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"At the private session of the 24th National Congress of
our Party on April 1, a resolution was passed and conveyed
to the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, regretting
that a public statement on this question had not been made
by the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Sovlet Union, which could have enabled the members of all
Communlat Parties and the staunch friends of the Soviet
Unlon to have understood fully the seriousness of the issues
and heliped them to a better understanding of everything
that is 1nvolved. Our Party has not received any officilal
verglon of the report of Comrade Knrushchev." (Statement
of the Political Committee of the British Communist Party,
London Dally Worker, 22 June) _

+oo The Politburo of the Austrlan Communist Party's Central
Commlttee sometime ago requested the Central Committee of
the Soviet Communist Party to place this document at the
disposal of our Party. We Austrian Communists voiced the
bellef that questions of such big international importance
st be treated in a manner which takes intoc account the
condltions under which the Communist Partiles in the capital-
18t countrles are waging thelr struggles.™ (Volksstimme,

26 June)

"I do not know whether this re-examination will include the
problem, which has been raiged in a number of cell and
section discussions, of the manner in which our Party was
Informed of thesge criticisms, and in particular of the re-
port made by Comrade Khrushchev. We recognize that the

- method was bad, but on the other hand we ask you to recog-

nize that our responsibillity is not involved in any way.
For obvioug reasons of courtesy towards our Soviet Comrades,
we could not have acted otherwise than as we did. A cer-
taln amount of critical dissatisfaction also has been ex-
pressed in our Party concerning aspects and conecerning the
form of the report."” (Palmiro Tegliattl, Report to the
Central Commlittee of the Italilan Communist Party, 24 June,

L'Unita, 26 June)

Toglliattl Raises the Question of COne-Party Rule In the USSR

While attempting to defend the Soviet system of one-party
rule, Togllattl definitely advanced the gueation of the
ocne-party system as a source of the Stalinist evile.

"We are reminded, first of all, that Lenin, in his
last speeches and wriltings, stressed the danger of
bureaucracy which threatened the new soclety. It
seems to us that undoubtedly Stalin's errors were tled
in with an excessive increase 1n the bureaucratlc
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apparatus in Soviet economic and poiltical life, and
perhaps, above all, in Party life. And here 1t ig ex-
tremely difficult to distingulsh between cause and ef-
fect., The one gradually became the expression of the
other ...
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;Zﬁollowing the early period during which Stalin per-
6rmed services for the Soviet asbtate/ the sound forces

of the Party rallied and united around him. Now 1t can

be observed that these forces rallled around Stalin and,
guilded by him, accepted such modifications in the functlon
of the Party and of its directing organisms, 1.e., the

new functioning of the apparatus controlled from above,

as the result of whilch either they could not offer opposi-
tion when the evils began to appear, or else at the out-
get they did not fully understand that they were evils.

WPerhaps we are not in error in asserting that the damag-
ing restrictions placed on the democratic regime, and the
gradual emergence of bureaucratic organizational forms
stermed from the Party...

"In the exaltatlon of ... achievements there prevailed,
particularly in the then current propaganda but also 1n
the general political line, a tendency to exaggerate, Lo
congider all problems already solved and obJective contra-
dictions, difficultlies, and differences, which are always
inherent in the development of a soclety, as having been
oyercome... In this period one had the feeling in the
Soviet Union that the leaders, even if they were aware of
the conditions, falled to present correctly these problems
to the Party and the people.
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"Stalin was at the same time the expression and the maker

of a situatlon, because he had shown himself the most expert
organizer and leader of a bureaucratilc-type apparatus at

the time when this got the better of the democratic forms
of life, as well as because he provided a doctrinal Justi-
flcation of what was in reality an erroneous line and on
which later was based his personal power, to the point of
taking on degenerate forms." (Togliatti, Nuovl Argomenti,
16 June)
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5.

British and American Communist Questioning of Democratic
Lentralism ag a Source of Stalinism i

"From what is asserted to have happened in the CPSU it

would seem that demog¢racy has been abgent for 20 years or

80. How was 1t possible for such a state of affairs to

arlse 1n such a Party? I8 1% that the Party system of
'Democratic Centrallsm' ig at fault? Does. 1t carry the
danger of too mych centralism? “Is Democratic Centralism
useful and necessary only for certain stages and, conditlons?"
(Letter to the editor, London Dally Worker, 29 March)

"Was the brutal suppression of 'elvil liberties in the Soviet
Union, Poland, Bulgaria,! Czechoslovakis, etc., an abuse of
democratilc centrglism, or wasg thig syppregsion an inevitable
outgrowth of demacratic ¢tentrallsm--g system of party or-
ganizatlon born in the bitter illegality of Tsarism and
hardened under the martial law conditions of civil war and
intervention?" (Letter to the editor, New York Dailly Worker,

28 May)

stalin's Manipulation3of.Dgctrine

"... Stalin ... usurped not only the power belonging to the
people and the part to be.played by the Party, but also

the position of final authority in all figlds..."
(Cyrankiewicz Speéch, Warsaw Broadcast, 27 March)

".e._The theory of the sharpening of the class struggle
/was/ invented by Stalin .+ 9talin's morhld suspicicusness
and his growing -degpotism, allowing not -even the-least ob-
jectlon, found egxpression in this theory. With the aid of
Shis theory he wanted to° justify' the application of drastic
measures of repregsion not only with regard to enemies and
pelitical adversaries, but also wilth regard to persona
repregenting different views." (Jevzy'Morawski;.Trzbuna
Ludu, 27 Marc¢h) -

"... The theory of ‘clgss struggle under Soclaliam'...
seems to be a major question about which new thought is
needed, -

"At the time of the struggle to-'liquidate the Kulaks, '
Stalin lald it down that in the perlod of working class
pbower the class struggle would keep on intensifying and;
in particular, that the weaker the capifalist forces

became and the stronger Foclalism became the more would

the struggle intensify...
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"He wag evidently right in saying that the class struggle
had to be stepped up in the USSR at that particular time
.., 1928/. But was what he sald true as a universal
Principle? Evidently not ..." (Maurice Cornforth, London
Paily Worker, 23 March. Termforth 1s a leading Britlsh

Tommunist theoretician.)

ful confusion /f.e., connected with_the "eapltalist encircle-
ment” and the Tnternal "class enemy”/ through his erroneous
thesis of the inherent increase in enemles and 1in the
gsharpening of the class struggle wlth the progress of build-
ing soclalism. This made permanent and aggravated the con-
fusion itself and was the orlgln of unheard-of violations of
Soclalist legality which have been denounced publlely today,"
(Togliatti, Nuovi Argomenti, 16 June) _

"Stalin gave éégseudo-seientific formulation to this fear-

7. Criticisms of Soviet Evasions and Deceptions

a. Suppression of the Khrushehev Speech on Stalin*

YT think it 18 extremely important to the whole world
Socialist movement that the CPSU publish to the world
ttg detailed report on the cult of the individual and
gtate specifically what crimes were commltisd.; It is
not we who interfere by demanding details, but the
Soviet Communist Party ... Let them gilve ue the whole
doge at once, or else let them give an officlal and
‘convineing explanation of why they are holding back.”
(Letter to the editor, New York Dally Worker, 17 May )

b. Suppression of Lenin's "Tefement”

MIMhe first part of the /Khrushchey/ report is devoted
to the re-evocation of an old polemle--of the antagon-
igm, B8O to speak, between Lenin and Stalin: an
antagonism well known in all 1ts detalls outgide the
USSR, but which the officlal historians of the Sovlet
Union had passed over for 30 years, as 1f the testa-
ment of Lenin had not even existed.”® (Nenni, Avanti,
24 June)

c. tation of Khrushchev's Line that Qpposttion to
alin was impossibile mecause of His Control of the
Organs of Coerclon - ' '

"... I rule out the explanation that a change was
impossible solely because of the presence of a military

e
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polilce, terror apparatus which controlled the siltua-
fion with 1ts means. The same apparatus conslsted of,
and was led by, men who in a serlous moment of stress,
for example such as Hitler's attack, would have like-
wise been subJect o elemental reactlons 1f a crisis
nad developed. To me it seems much better to recognize
that Stalln, in splte of the errors which he wag com-
mitting, contlnued to command the solidarity of the over-
whelming majority of the natlon, and above all had the
support of hig leading cadres and also of the masses.”
(Togliatti, Nuovi Argomenti, 16 June)

Soviet Tampering with the "Bad" Perilod of Stalln's Rule

".e» It 18 st1ll not clear, to us, if the current
denunciations of the violatlon of legality and appllca-
tion of the illegitimate and morally repugnant prosecut-
1ng methods exftend toc the entire perilod of the trials,

or only to a gilven period /from 1935 on/..." (Togliattl,
Nuovi Argomenti, 16 June

- Boviet Evagions and Deceptions Concerning Stalin's

Anti-Semltic Policies

"We are deeply disturbed by facts revealed in informa-
tlon coming from Pcland that organs and media of Jewish
culture were summarily dissolved and a number of their
leaders executed, This is contrary to the Soviet Union‘s
higtoric contributions to the Jewish questlon.
Khrushcheviag failures to deal wilth these outrages, and
the continuing silence of Soviet leaders, requires an
explanation,” (Statement of CPUSA, New York Daily
Worker, 25 June)

"We also express our concern that in the long list of
crimes mentloned in the /Khrushchev/ speech, there was
sllence on those commltted against Jewish culture and
Jewlsh cultural leaders. We do not consider the speech
to be the last word on Just how Stalin's terror control
came 1Into existence and malntalned 1tself for 20 years
and of the role of the other Communist leaders.” (Edl-
torial, New York Dally Worker, & June)

"If, as she says /Mrs. Furtseva, alternate member of
the Presidium/CPSU/, Jewish culture has been develop-
ing freely, where are the Yiddish boocks, the Yiddish
theatre, the Yiddish schools?" (Letter to the editor,
New York Daily Worker, 27 June)
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"When Pravda reprinted the Dennis article it left out
the attack on fsnuffing out the lives of more fThan a
gcore of Jewish cultural figures.' If the charge was
untrue, all Pravda had to do was to deny 1t. Moreover,
an explanation 1s long overdue from the Soviet leaders
about the physical annihilation of fhe top Soviet Jewish
wrlters and poets in the late 40s." (Joseph Clark
column, New York Dally Worker, 3 July)

s Continued Soviet Evasions and Deceptions

"There 1s a ready tendency to slide over the many and
varied problems presented by the current revaluations

by burylng thought with fresh armfuls of cliches and
hackneyed phrases. Alongside such stalwartis as 'develop-
ing crisis' and 'Wall Street imperlalists! we now have:
‘cult of the individual! and ‘Berla gang,' all of which
gets as meaningful ag soap commercials when used as a
substitute for thought." (Letter to the editor, New
York Dally Worker, 24 April)

", .. Mr. Khrushchev led men of good will to understand
that the document 1tself would be a warning of the
mongtrous dangers lntierent in secret and dictatorial
government. I, for one, looked hopefully but vainly

at the end of the document for a pledge that the last
gexecution had taken place on Soviet soll. I locked

for a pledge of civil rights, for the sacred right of
habeas corpus, of public appeal to higher ccurts, of
Tinal judgment by one's peers rather than by professional
Judges.
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"Instead, I learned that three more executilons had

been announced from the Sovliet Union, and my stomach
turned over with the blood-letting, with the madness of
veriegeance and countervengeance, of susplclon and
countersuspicion.. I don't think I am alone in this
feeling. I think millions of human belngs share my
disgust at this idilotlc behavior--wicked, uncivilized,
but above all, idiotic." (Howard Fast, New York

Dally Worker, 12 June)
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II. Forelign Communisgt Reflections on Stalin's Rule
43 a Source of Degeneration

"The least arbitrary of the generalizations is the one which
sees 1n Stalin's errcre a progressive encroachment by per-
sonal power on the collective entiltles of a democratic origin
and nature and, as a result of thle, the plle-up of pheno=~
mena of bureaucracy, of violation of legality, of stagnation
and, algo, partially, of degeneration of different points
» of the goclal organism." (Toglliatti, Nuovi Argomentl,

16 June) '

"It was evident from that time on /T.e., from the time of

the purges of 1936-1938/ that Soviet public life had under-
gone in the previous ten years a double process of degenera-
tion: on the one hand, of the Party and state machine toward
forms of bureaucratization and terroriam, and on the. octher
hand, of the internal opposiftion toward forms of ‘conspiracy
and palace revolution." (Nenni, Avanti, 24 June)

"The distortions arising from the cult of the individual,
from the infringement of the Leninist norms of Party life,
went deep into life. They went deep into the 1ife of our
country as well. Stubborn, petrified bureaucracy, suppres-
slon of criticism, disregard for the needs and views of the
people--these are only some of the evilg which could become
rampant in the atmosphere of the cult of the individual

‘and of the infringement of %the trinciples of Party democracy.
It 1s only toc often that we can st1ll meet the harmful con-
sequences of this atmcsphere--commandeering, intimidation,
disregard for collective will. In this atmosphere gervility
and obsequlougness developed, as well as an automatic atti-
tude of obedience to all ‘orders from ahbove,' an attitude

of concealing truth, lack of lndependent thinking and
initiative." (Jerzy Morawski, Trybuna Ludu, 27 March)

IIL. Questionling and Criticism of Soviet "Democracy”

"... It seems irrefutable to us, at any rate, that the

. bureaucratization of the Party, of the state organisms, of
the labor unions, and, above all, of the peripheral organ-
lsms which are the most important, must have checked and

g compressed the democratlc functioning of the state and the
creatlve drive of the entire sccilety with real, evident
damage resulting therefrom.
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",.. What must be studied thoroughly and clarifled are
the problems pertalning to the Interrelation of political
‘democracy and economlc democracy, of lnternal democracy
and the leadershlp function of the party with the demo-
cratic operation of the state, and how & mistake made 1n
one of these filelds may have repercussions on the entire
system.” (Togliatti, Nuovl Argomenti, 16 June)

"... The collective direction of the Politburo or of the
Central Committee would certainly be preferable t0 the
direction of one man, but If in the collectlve direction

of the Politburc or of the Central Committee there is pro-
gress compared to personal directlon, enllightened or
tyrannical a# it may be, there is nevertheless no guarantee
of democratic 1ife. 'Now the whole problem of Soviet society,
the whole problem of the People!s Democracles which have
followed in the footsteps of Soviet soclety, is reduced to
the necessity for internal democratization, for the circula-
tion of ideas; in a word, for political liberty, a necessity
which has laln beneath the surface of Soviet soclety for
many years. It ls substantially a question of eliminating
in the stateé, in the laws, and above all in customs all the
surviving incrustationg of War Communism, of creating means
and instruments for the formation of the free politlcal
initlative of the citizen, wlthout there hanging over his
head the accusation of being an enemy of the people, a
deviationist, a saboteur every time he tries to give weilght,
in dealings with public authority, to his own personal and
independent evaluation of the path to be followed. :
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"After a century has passed, the concept of dietatorshlp of
the proletariat muet be thought out again and reconsldered
in relation to a soclety where the 1nfluence and welght of
the proletariat and of the workers in general have become

a determinant in public 1life and where, 1n countrles demo-
cratically and scclally more advanced, the state reflects
the continueus evolution of class positions." (Nenni,
Avanti, 24 June)

"In my opinion, the Soviet leadership is wrong in claiming
thelr government is a full-fleged soclalist state; gocial-
iem without democracy 1s simply not soclallism ... The
Marxist leadership failed completely--néver seemed really
interested--1in imbulng the country, not to speak of Them-
gelves, with an understanding of and respect for civil
rights and what 1s known generally as the Rights of Man."
(Letter to the editor, New York Dally Worker, 31 May )
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IV. Co-Resgponsibility of Other Soviet Leaders
for Stalin's Tyranny

For Permitting Stalin to Selze Total Powern

"If, after the collective leadership left by Lenin, Stalin
acquired so much power 1n his own nands, then all in the
leadership who acquiesced in such concentration of power
are fully responsible for wha®t followed. If after the con-
centration of power in Stalin's hands those in the leader-
ship with him supported his now criticized policies know-
1ng they were wrong they are despilcable scoundrels who
should not be entrusted with the responglbility of fanning
a breeze in a hot room. ..,The Khrushchev report ... re-
minds me of nothing so much as 3 man 8itting in Judgment
on himgelf." (Letter to the Editor, New York Dally Worker,
14 June) '

"These critics /who asked why the present leaders did not
take actlon agalnst Stalin during his lifetime/ would have
been on stronger ground had they asked why the Central Com-
mittee chose Stalin as general secretary in spite of Lenin's
warning." (Letber to the editor, New York Daily Worker,

17 July)

"Who gulded the Bolsheviks 1n view of the fact that their
Congresses, their Central Committee, thelr Politburc, the
Soviets, little by little, had allowed themselves to be
stripped of their prerogatives of control and their right
of iniltlative over 20 years? ... We do not even know how
the Soviet ruling group has arrived at its conclugions,
whether it i1s in agreement or divided, and 1f so on what,
and why." (Nenni, Avantil, 2% June)

"Where were the present leaders during the period when they
8ay that collective leadership was lacking? What about
thelr own mistakes in that rerlod of capitalist encircle-
ment?"  (Alan Max column, New York Dally Worker, 13 March)

"But why did Stalin succeed in getting rid with compara-
tlve ease of all his adversaries, 1in making leading party
organs powerless and in substituting himself for Justice,
Governmént, the Supreme Court and even the local Soviets?
Why did not the party, the Soviets and the preletariat
reglst before Stalin triumphed and why were those who did
isclated and defeated?" (Nenni, Avanti, 3 July) (Fol-

lowing the lssuance of the 30 June Central Committee
Resolution.) '
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2. For Contributing to Stalin's Monopoly of Power

YAnd the mistake of his /Stalin' %7‘collaborators was 1in not
seeing thilg in tlme, in having allowed him to go on thus
until correction was 1o longer possible without damage to
all concerned A can well be imagined, to thils can be
Jjoined the question of ¢orresponsibllity for these milstakes
of the entire polltical leadership group; including the
comrades who today have provided the impetus both for the
correction of the evil which had been dorie and 1lts after
effects.‘ The preﬂent Soviet leaders knew Stallin much better
than we and therefore we must believe them today when they
describe him in this manner. We can only think, among
ourselVes, that since thilyg-wasg the case, aside from the
already discusSed possibility of a timely change, at least
they could have been more cauticus in theélr public and
solemn pralse of thig man's qualities to. whlch we were
condltioned. True,- todayp they offer criticism and this

1s to be lauded, but with 'such criticlsm the lose with-

out doubt a li%ttle of theilr own prestlge. Togliattl,
Nuovi Argomenti 16 June)

"The Communist Party is the guardian of the rights of the
working people. How did 1t happen that thils guardianship
failed .to be exeroised ‘and the crimes stopped long before
the death of Stalin? Clearlyp responsibility for this fall-
ure falls on.the shoulders of the leadership of the CPSU

as a whole. They endorsed Stalin's wrang theory that the
class struggle must be intensified after soclalism was
bullt." (Statement adopted by the National Committee of

the Canadian Labor-Progresslve Party, i.e., CP Canada,

New York Dally Worker, 3 July)

"Those leaders who today rise like great new glants and
hurl denunciatory rocks at the body of the dead Stalin
must have.been very willing to let that same Stalin make
the decisions then,  They did not dare assume the re-
sponsilblility 1n those fateful critical days. Otherwise
Stalin could not have attained such frightful, over-
whelming personal power. But they were the '‘eager and
willling water, as it were, that; inevitably, made the
Stalin plant grow. (Letter to the editor, New York
Dally Worker, 20 March)

3. For Acquiescing to Stalin‘s Murders

"If one conslders that the poyer of Stalin was not at
that time what 1t became later, with the war, 1t is
evident that the massacres disclosed by Khrushchev

Involve responsibilities which were not Stalin's alone
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but those of the whole directing apparatus. Terror, in
conditlons of time and place not Justified by necessity,
was the price paild for the guppression of all democratic
life inside the party and the state, . o
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". . . At last, the final sally, which was intended to be
3 a Justificatlon for K, and the other members of the Pollt-
buro: 'Stalin obviously had a plan to eliminate the old
members of the Poliltburo.' At this point K. answers the
questions that must have been in the ailr: !Where were
the members of the Politburo of the Central Committee?
Why did they not assert themselves againgt the cult of
the individual in time?  And why 1s thils belng done only
now?' The answer is: !The members of the Polltburo saw
these problems 1in a different way at different times,'

"This answer may be valld 1n a strictly personal sense,
but 1t is not valld for the Politburo. There 1&g no doubt
that the facts cited by Khrushchev, and on which world
oplnion now awalts proper documentation, must have placed
the members of the Political Bureau in a very difficult
sltuatlon, But they had been placed 1n posts of re-
sponsibility precisely for this purpoge, preclsely to
face difficult situatlons.,™ (Nenni, Avanti, 24 June)

"Where was Khrushchev when all those 'erimes! were belng
comnltted?” (Letter to the ‘editor, New York Daily Worker,
1 April)

"Is 1t not obvious that to repeat 'the Berla gang'! was
responslble for the executions 1s merely to clrcumvent

one of the central points in the discussgion, . »? That
question is: where were the rest of the Soviet leader-
ship? Could they have permltted the execution of guch
outstanding Soviet citizens wlthout belng involved in
dlgcussion or the decision? It is certalnly not possilble,
gsince these executlons were part of a major ideologleal
campalgn agalnst cosmopoliltanism, ™ (Letter to the editor;
Rew York Dailly Worker, 26 April)

"How fearless were Khrughchev and the others when many

of the best Communists in the Soviet Union were belng

. murdered? Or were they part of the terror apparatus?

D1d they have a secret trial and murder of Beria because
they needed a scapegoat, and because a public trial would
have lmplicated them asg part of the terror? Was Berls

an 'lmperialist agent! or was that a phony trial too?

Why must Dennils gloss over the fact, recognized by millions
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of people, that Khrushchev, speaking for the present
Soviet leadership, at no time had one word of self-
crlticlsm for himself personally or for the group?"”
(Letter to the editor, New York Daily Worker, 3 July)

"If Berla and his gang were responslble for the break
with Yugoslavia why was he not brought to cpen trial?

LT the executlons in Hungary were frameups is 1t correct
to put all the blame on a police chief rather than the
Party leadership?" (Letter to the editor, New York
Daily Worker, 11 April)

The ngstion.ofEOpposition to Stalin

". . . What alternative policies to Stalin's were sug-

gested by others and rejected? What resistance was made
in top official circles to Stalin's trend toward super-
céentralization and denial of collective leadership?”
{William Z. Foster column, New York Daily Worker,

16 March)

"It has also not yet been made clear as to whether or

not or to what degree, the Party and its leaders were
able,at least partlially, to check the undemocratic

course of Stalin and to hold the USSR on the fundamentally
correct political line which it followed over the vearaq'
(Wllliam Z. Foster column, New York Daily Worker, 4 April)

"In the discussion on the XXth Congress currently being
centered around the special Khrushchev report, questlons
frequently arise about the present Soviet 1eadersh1p
Did some of them try to bring about changes before the
last three years? Could fthe past evils have been checked
earlier? How big and serious are the changes now under
way?" (Eugene Dennils, New York Daily Worker, 18 June)

Failure of Soviet Leaders to Admit thelr own Mistakes

"It 1s inconcelvable that after such major mistakes were
revealed, that there 1s not a resolutlion or a speech at
the Congress, nor even a whiff of self-criticism by the
leadership of its own errors, I think we ought to tell
the Soviet comrades that 1t was these mistaken and wrong
policies which led to the crimes." (Steve Nelson article,
New York Dailly Worker, 24 June)

"IT & leading Marxist in the 'oviet:Union could give that
type of personalized report /I.e., Khrushchevis secret
veport on Stalin/ and have 1T acceptable to the leading
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Marxlsts of a Soclalist nation, I suggest that they are
not through with their errors and that perhaps others
may have to do the Job of explaining and analyzing what
they have left undone,® (Letter to the editor, New York
Daily Worker, 14 June)

V. The Question of Credit for Soviet Achlevements

", . 2s long as we confine ourgelves, 1n substance, to de-

nouncing the personal faults of S8talin as the cause of
everything we remaln wilithin the realm of the 'personallity
cult.' First, all that was good was attributed to his
equally exceptlonal and even astonlshing fauvlts. In the
one case, as well as In the other, we are outslde the
criterion of Jjudgment intrinsic in Marxism." (Togliatti,
Nuovi Argomenti, 16 June)

"It was wrong, while Stalin was still living, to shower

him with dithyrambic pralse and to glve him the excluslve
credlt for all the successes 1in the Sovliet Unlon which

were due to a correct general pollcy 1in the construction

of Scoclalism, This attitude contributed to the develop-
ment of the cult of the individual and negatively influenced
the iInternational labor movement. Today, 1t is wrong to
blame Stalin alone for every negative act of the CPSU."
(Statement of the Politlcal Bureau of the French Communlst
Party, L'Humanité, 19 June)

VI, The for 6f Quaranteesd Against
5158 Of SteLinion

ke

Yest
BeUD,

". . . One general problem, common to the entire movement,

has arisen from the criticlsms of Stalin--the problem of
the perils of bureaucratic degerieratlion, of stifling
democratic 1ife, of the confuslon between the constructive
revolutionary force and the destruction of revolutlonary
legality, of separation of the economlc and political
leadership from the life, critlcism, and creatlve actlvity
of the masses. We shall welcome a contest among the Com-
munist parties in power to find the best way to avold this
. perll once and for all., It will be up to us to work out
cur own method and life 1n order that we, too, may be pro-
tected agalnst the evils of stagnatlon and bureaucratlza-
tion, in order that we may learn to solve together the
problems of freedom for the working masses and of soclal
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justice,_and hence galn for ocurselves ever lncreasing
prestige and membership among the masses," (Togliatti,
Nuovi Argomenti, 16 June)

With respect to the pledges at the end bf the secret
Khrushchev report on Stalin (rooting out the cult, re-
storing Léeninist principles, etc,) Pietro Nennl observes:

"Fine declarations which, when Stalin was allve, were
made a hundred times by Stalin and ‘other Soviet leaders."

(Avengs,:. 24 June)
P Mr, Khrushchev led men of good will to understand
that the document itself would be a warning of the
mongtrous dangers inherent in secret and dlctatorial
government. T, for one, looked hopefully but valnly at
the end of the document for a pledge that the last execu-
tion had taken pléce on Soviet soil. I looked for a
pledge of civil rights, for the sacred right of habeas
corpus, of public appeal to higher dourts, of final Jjudg-
ment by one's peers rather than by professlonal judges,”
(Howard Fast, New York Daily Worker, 12 June)

"Was Mr. Khrushchev's secret report méant to be secret?
Was 1t dellveried in good faith? Things are changing
tremendonsly for the best'in the Soviet Union, without
doubt, but why then still employ capital punilshment?
Collective leadershilp exists in the Soviet Union, but

why Is sb/mich being done, wrltten and published in the
nam¢ of Khrushchev? Why not permit recently freed leaders
to lead in the new formation of Soviet government and
Party?" (Letter to theeditor, New York Daily Worker,

28 June)

VIIQ Foreigh'COmmUHist Subservience To Moscow

British and American Communists Admit Uncritical Adherence
to Mb;¢oW'Lihe '

"Where T failed miserably and whéré I swear by all that ig
holy that I will not fall again, was in not exercising the
same judgiment toward the Soviet Union., This would not have
lessened my belief i1n soclalism; it would have increased 1t,
and 1t would have increased and strengthened the bellef of
others as well. For I saw only a land that had won sociallsm,
and I failed to see that to win soclalism and to abandon the
holy right of man to hls own conscience, his own dignity,

hilg right to say what he pleases when he pleages, to speak
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clearly and boldly for the truth as he sees the truth--
and fearing no man, whether right or wrong--1s no victory
at all.

"It 1s some small comfort to say that I did not know the
facts 1n the Khrushchev report; but I cannot rest on that,.
I knew that the death penalty exlsted in the Soviet Unilon,
and I knew in my own heart that capltal punighment 1s an
: abomination and a disgrace %o mankind, I knew there were
prisons, and I believed that clvilized scclety would make
a short shift of priscns, and yet I falled to charge the
Soviet Union with thils, I accepted the fact that Jewlsh
culture had been wiped cut In Russia; and I know that this
lg a fate no culture should ever meet; yet this too I did
not challenge. I knew that Jews were forbidden to leave
Russla for Israel, and yet I did nect raise my volce to
- protest this restrictlon, even fthough I could make no
sense or reason out of 1t, I knew that writers and artists
and sclentlsts were intimidated, but I accepted thls as a
necesslty of soclallam, even ag I accepted all else that I
have enumerated as a necesgsity of socialism." (Howard Fast,
New York Daily Worker, 12 June)

"How was 1t possible for so many Communists in the 'West,!
and so many ncen-Communlst statesmen and polltical leaders
to accept the ldea that treason and treachery had assumed
gluch fantastle proportions in the Soviet Unlon as were
claimed 1n the series of purges and trilals that took
place in the 1930's and subsequently?" (Eugene Dennig,
New York Daily Worker, 18 June)

"Making due allowance for the dilstortiong and carlcatures
of Soviet policy that appear in the capitalist press, why
did the Dbally Worker editors feel called upon to go along
with each succegaive position Jof the U3SR/ without ever
having the humllity to admlt that they may have been
wrong in thelr previous position?" (Letter to the editor,
New York Dally Worker, 22 March)

"U . . If Marxists in the U.S. come to dlsagree over a
particular 1ssue wlth Marxlsts in the Soviet Union, it i1s
we who are 1in error and must give way. The Soviliet posl-

‘ tion, as 1f by definitlion, 1s !'the Marxist' posltion.
What kind of criltlcal thinkling 1s that?. . .I would
. rather be right, than Marxist!" (Letter to the editor,

New York Dally Worker, 3 May)

"If the Soviet-Yugoslav frilction was occasloned at least
in part by the unwarranted attempt of one Communist Party
to deminate another, on whom did the obligation of obJective
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criticism rest more squarely than on a party detached by
distance and immediate interest from the smoke of that
battle /I.e., the CPUSA/?" (Letter from Ring Lardner Jr.
New York Daily Worker, 18 March)

/Relative to the Statement of the Executive Committee of the
CP Great Britain:/ "The statement pleads 'false information'
and 'good falth' as an excuse for our own uncritical and
lnaccurate propaganda about the Soviet Union, extending

over a perlod of 20 years, Surely 'good falth' is not
sufficient 4in thé leadership of a party of sclentific
Soclalism? Thig 1s not self-criticlsm, 1t 1s self-
Justlfication. The statement emphasizes that all

abuses 1In the Soviet Unlon took place against the background
of 'tofal human advance,' - Can one consider a perlod which
opened with the suiclde of Mayakovsky and ended with the
sulclde of Fadayev, which saw the murder of Gorky and the
sllencing 1n various ways of many Jewlsh writers {(and
perhaps  others)--can this period be considered to be one

of total human advance?"” (Letter to the editor, London
Dally Worker, 4 June)

"Did we really have to walt for Mlkoyan to tell us that
for '20 years the cult of personality flourished' before
we were aware of 1t or before we could admit it? Our at-
titude In' the past has. 1ndescr1bably been one whilch can
best be descrilbed as 'uncritical acceptance. What the
Soviet Union dld, we endorsed, Fufjure prospects are
inspiring bit let Ug not assume that because the Soviet:
Union hag done something 1t must be good," (Letter to
the edltor, London Daily Worker, 6 March)

"But do we learn? For many years people, both Communists
and non-Communlsts, have had doubts about what 18 now
termed 'the cult of the individual. As Marxists should
we accept everything that happens 1n the Soviet Union
uncritically as the best of all possible worlds?"

(Letter to the editor, London.Dally Worker, & March)

"This sudden rush of criticism amazes me--where was it
all hidden before? ALl the 'discussions' I've attended
in the ‘last 15 vears and rever a digsenting voice did I
hear--wh 9"'(Lettev to the editor, London Dally Worker,:
29 March)

"But support for the general polltlcal line of the CPSU
does no% mean the abandonment of our own right to '
criticize’ and of our own need to work out polley on the
bagls of the need of interests and experiences of the
British people. In the last few years work in various
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fields of culture has been dominated by Soviet discussions
which were not necessarily relevant fo our own needs. . .

I am not concerned wlth the correcting of Stalin's formula-
tlons. . . . I suggest that the Communlst Party cultural
work is badly in need of overhauling, on the basis of.
freest discussion," (Letter to the editor, London Dally
Worker, 12 March) : . I '

P 2. Togliattl Chavges that the CPSU Excluded Criticism.

"Later, our parties spoke less and less of the questlons
which our Scvlet comrades faced in the bullding of a
soclallst society because, among other thlngs, our Soviet
comrades did not presgent them to us any longer as prob- -
lemg, as they had before, but almost as stages of a pro-
grees already well under way, the course of which did
not give rise to any new serious themes." (Togliatti,

- Nuovi Argomenti, 16 June) -

3. Togliatti Proposes "Polycentrism",

"I do not believe 1t will be possible for all this to
lead to a diminution of the mutual trust and solidarity
among the varlous parties of the Communist movement.,
However, undoubtedly, not:only the need but alsoc the
desire Tor 1Increasingly greater autonomy in Judgments will
come out. of this; and this. ¢annot help but beneflt ocur
movement, The internal politlical structure of the world
Communist movement has changed today. . What the CPSU has
done remaing, as I sald, as the first great model of
bullding a soclalilst soclety for which the way was operied
by a deep, declsive revplytidnary breach., Today, the
front of sociallst construgtion in countries where the
Communists are the leading party has been so broadened
(amounting to a third of the human race) that even for
thls part the Soviet model cannot and must not any longer
be obligatory. In every. country governed by the Communists,
the obJective and subjective conditions, traditions, the
organizational forms of the movement can and must assert
their Influence in different ways., In the rest of the
world there are countries where weé wish %o start sociallsm
_ . although the Communists are not .the leading party. In
’ 8t1ll other countries, the march toward.socilalism is an
objectlve for which there is a ¢concentration of efforts
coming from varlous moyements, which, however, have not
vet reached elther an agreement or a reclprocal under-
standing. The whole system begomes polycentric, and even
in the Communist movement 1tself we cannot speak of a
single gulde but rather of progresg which 1is achleved by
followlng paths which arg often different." (Togliatti,
Nuovl Argomentl, 16 June) '
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.. . There is wectablished what I ¢ailed in the inter-

view . ., . a polycentrlc system, corresponding to the new
gituation, to the alteration in the world make-up and

in the very structure of the workers' movements, and to
this system corre“pOnd algo new types of relations among
the Communigt parties themselves. The solution which
today probably most nearly corresponds to thls new situa-
tlon, may be that of the full autonomy of the individual
Communist parties and of billateral relations between

them to establish completey mutual understanding and
complete,. mutual trusty chdlLionu neceggary for col-
laboration and to giveé undty to the ‘Communlst movement
itself and to the entire progresslive movement of the
worklng cla%s, (TogTiattl, Report to the Central Com-,
mittee of the Itallan Communis Party, 24 June, L'Unita,
26 June)

Reaction to the 30 June Central Committee Resolution

a. Togliatti

"I have not yet read the full text of fthe CPSU Cen-
tral Commlttee final resolution on the origin and
consequences of the personality cult. Judglng by
what I know of the resgsolution, 1t seems to me that
that document provides a contribution of extreme im-
rortance for the clarificatiocn of the questions
aroused among the international workers and Communist
world by the criticism of Stalin's work made by the
XXth CPSU Congress.

"As for my attitude at my well-known interview, per-
haps the besgt thing to do now 1s to read carefully
what I have written. In my opinion, and I have gaid
80 openly, the line followed by the Soviet comrades
in the construction of a Communist society was un-
doubtedly right; but within the general [ramework

o Thig acknowledgement, there may be differing
cpinions on the value and importance of the errors
committed under Stalin's leadershlp, the viclatilons
of legallty, the regirictions on democracy, and so on,
over the economic and political development of the
soviet Unlon.

"I repeat that such differing opinions are possible
and a frank discusslion on the matter cannot but

prove useful for the development of our movement,
because 1t correbsponds to a hizher degrze of maturity
and of mutual understanding and conildence.
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"This i1g all the more true since such differences of
opinion do not dimish, but, in fact, as far as myself
and the leadlng organs of the Italian Communist Party
are concerned, perhaps they enhance our unreserved ap-
proval of action taken by the CPSU leaders to overcome
completely the conseguences to which the cult of
Stalin's person has led in the USSR and in the inter-
national workers' movement." (Paese Sera, 3 July)

Do Nenni

"The document of the Central Commlttee of the CPSU on
overcoming the cult of the individual and its conse-
quences, explalns several things 1n the famous secrest
report of Khrushchev which up to now remained obscure
or unknown. It 1llustrates with the greatest Marxlst
coherence the causes of the formation of the cult and
of the personal dictatorship of Stalin, but it still
does not answer the fundamental questions which the
Khrushchev report has raised so dramatically with 1te
revelations of the 1llegalities and the atrocitles of
Stalin, :

"The summary that we have .of the resolution of the
Central Commlttee confirms, for example, with the
greatest clarity the secret report of how Stalin's
personal dlctatorship evalved, how difficult 1t was

to combat Stalin during the last twenty years, because
his gullt was unknown to almost all of the Soviet peo-
ple while a1l the successes of the USSR were attributed
to his personal merit.

"We know better why the abnormal situation of the

last twenty years developed. Thus we know that cer-
tain clrcumgtances contributed to the personal dictator-
ship of Stalin, among which, as the document of the
Central Commlttee states, was the capitallst encircle-
ment of the USSR, which Stalin used %o Justlfy a tem-
porary regtrictlon of democracy whilch he later rendered
permanent. From the resolutlion of the Central Committee
emerges the princlple of the necessity of "War Com-
munism” which Stalin exploited for his dictatorial ends.

"But all this 1s still not sufficient. The phases of

¢ passing from the dictatorship of the proletariat to
that of the Party, and from the latter to that of
stalin, are not described in the document; nor is
there any treatment of how and why Stalin succeeded in
carrylng out his plans. The practical impossibility
of overthrowling Stalin or seriously resisting him after
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he had gained control of the Party, his seizure cf
absolute power, the substituting of himself for the
Party and for the constitutional organs of the state,
which the Khrushchev report describes, is comprehen-
sible. But why was Stalin able to succeed 1n ridding
himgelf with relative ease of all hils adversaries,

in depriving the directing organs of the Party of |
authority, in substituting himself for Jjustice and
government from local soviets all the way up to the
Supreme Soviet? Why did the Party, the soviets, the
proletariat not resist before 3talin triumphed, and
why werée those who did resist isolated and defeated?

"The document of the Central Committee doeg not answer
all this; 1t deoes not explain why 3Stalin's power was
such that he could explolt & fundamental error which
prevailled 1n the Bolshevik Party after the death of
Lenin., Hawving suppressed the ofher parties--and there-
by democracy based on the plurality of partles--demo-
cracy within the party was also suppressed. Having
eliminated the other parties, from the Mensheviks to
the Socialist Revolutionaries, from competition with
the Bolshevik Party, having eliminated the internal
factions of the Beolshevik Party, utilizing the rivalry
of his followers and oftentimes that of hils adversarles
whom he succeeded in pitiing one agalnst the other,

it was easy for Stalin, who in the course of thls opera-
fion had accumulated immense personal power, also to
eliminate democracy from within his own faction, re-
mainin% the only legal force in the Party and 1n th
state. (Unsigned edltorial, Avanti, 3 July) :

¢. CPUSA

"In the latest chapter in this discussion, the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Unilon
has now given its reply to some of these questions.
Many Marxists will feel satisgified with the answers
which the Soviet Communist Party ncw presgents. Many
wlll feel that the final answers still need to be
fournd and that the discusslon must continue.

"The Daily Worker will have more to say on the Soviet
Communist Party's statement in the future and we will
keep our readers informed, as the discussion goes on,
of the views of Marxlsts here and throughout the world.

"A'deeper probing of the errors in the Soviet Unilon
can only result in speeding the profound changes already
getting under way in that country. It can be of
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invaluable help to the Communist movements elge-

where, and to the cause of co-existence and world
peace." (Editorial, New York Daily Worker, 3 July)

"The Soviet Communist Party's resolution ig s most
welcome development in the friendly interchange of
opinion among Marxists of the world., It correctly
turns attentlion to the profound significance of itsa
1 XXth Congress, with its historiec decisions paving the
way for new socialist advances and its far-reaching
conclusiong on the non-inevitability of war and the
possibllity for peaceful paths of Socialism in demo-
cratic countries. :

"The resolution correctly estimates the sinister

aime of thoseé reactionary circles who would bury the
tremendous achievements 0f the XXth Congress under an
avalanche of speculation about the re-evaluation of
Stalin. It coincides with our egtimate that reactionary
circles here and elsewhere are trying to distort and
utilize Khrushchev's special report on Stalin %o dls-
rupt the solidarity of the Internatlional working class
movement .

. L) 3 o (3 L] e - L] a a . . 0 13 o * o a a a - (3 @ -0 L .

"In my opinion the resolution of the CPSU goes a long
way in explaining--while ¢learly not justifying--what
has become known asg the growth of the cult of the
indlvidual and the unforgivable violations of soclalist
legality and principles that took place in the latter
rerlced of Stalin's leadership. The substance of this
matter will be diseussed shortly by our National Com-
mittee which will then collectiyely express its views."
(Statement by Eugene Dennls, New York Dally Worker,

4 July)

"It 18 this alttempt to exploit the present digcussion
1n order to attack the fundaméntals of scciallsm and
to glorify monopoly capitalisim, which the Soviet resolu-
tlon of the Soviet Communist Party warns agalnst. This
warning needs to be heeded by everyone participating
in the discussgion. However, in my opilnion, 1t would
be unfortunate if this warning were interpreted as mean-
v Ing that the only sare way to discuss i1s to have no dis-
cussion at all, T am afraid that the wordling and tone
of the Soviet Communist Party resolutlon opens 1t up
to the interpretation. I gay thils In spite of the fact
that the Central Committee gtatement, In my opinion,
- marks an advance in the discussion iIn that 1t presents
a historical background to the 'cult of the 1ndilvidual.'
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"The fsct ig, however, that the profound questions

raiged by Palmiro Togliatti and others with regard

to the limitations of socialist democracy in the USSR,

have no relation to such antl-socialist sentiments

as expressed by the New York Times and it does not :

help the discussion to suggest they do. In my Judg-

ment the Soviet statement does not fully answer the {
questions raised by Toglia®btl. Nor doeg 1t dispose

of the matter by quoting from various Communlist sources ‘
as if in opposition to Togliattl." (Alan Max, New York -
Daily Worker, 9:July) B

"Dhe pesolutlion of the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union 1s a most valuable

and important contribution to analyzing the orlgins,
effects and lessgons of the mistakes made by the CPSU
under Stalin's leadership. We welcome 1tT.

"In responding to the discussion and viewg of other
Marxist partles of the world, inecluding our own, the
resolution reflects the developing relationship of
independent and friendly criticism which today marks
the fraternal solidarity of Communist parties.

¢ a e 2 - ET a IR T | ] - o ) . . ® . ° ° » . . @ » o

"The regoluticn of the CFSU 1s a timely and major
contribution to a further strengthening of such Inter-
national solidarity. It assistes all Marxist and
working class organizations in thelr struggle to pro-
mote peaceful relations among states, irrespectlve of
social systems--the commeon desire of all mankind.

- o . .. » [ S o @ ® s e @ o a o ™ 2 . a o ] a v s ‘o

"we believe that the resolution of the CPSU provides
a convincing answer to the Big Business enemles of
Socialism who claim that the gross mistakes made under
Stalin's leadership are inherent in Soclalism. Not
only does the socilalist character of the syetem re-
main in the Soviet Union, desplte the mistakes and
injustices under Stalin's leadership, but during the
past three years important steps have been taken ©o .
correct the mistakes of the past, to further democratize
Soviet life and institutions, and to establish guar-
antees that such harmful injustices will never occur
again, We greet these steps and are convinced that
the Soviet Union, under the leadership of the CPSU,
18 moving ahead to a new period of unprecedented
Soclalist progress.
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"In connection with the questlons analyzed 1n the
CPSU resolution, we believe certain aspects of the
origins and effects of past violations of sociallst
law and principle need, and wiil recelve, further
study and discussion. Among fthese are: the guestlon
of bureaucratic distortlons in a Socilallst soclety,
as well ag Sthe happenlngs in the sphere of Jewlsh
cultural institutions and their leadership. . Our own

! ' Party wlll, in the period ahead, contlnue to examine
these guestions with the aim of deepening its under-
- standing of the profound leesons which must be drawn

from the disclosures made by the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union." {Statement of National Committee,
19 July, New York Dally Worker, 26 July)

d. Canada
"The Tribune greets this resolution. It adds greatly
£0 understanding. It puts the whole fterrible 'Stalin
affair!' in better perspective.
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"We believe however, that there remaln some still un-
answered gquestions: such as the demand for more light
on the excesses agalnst certaln natlionalities or agalnst
Jewish cultural life and the Jewlsh writers. These are
not mentioned. All .that 1s sald is that Stalin was
‘guilty of many lawless deeds.' '

"Nor does it answer the criticism of the way in which
the Khrushchev report on Stalin was handled. The

- Tribune has declared 1t should have been made avall-
able to the press as soon as 1t was dellvered and not
allowed to 'leak' out through the U.3. State Department.

"imile it offers further clarificatlon, 1t does not acknowl-
edge that the present leaders of the Cenitral Commlttee

of the CPSU accepted the erroneous theory originated by
Stalin, from which g0 many crimes ensued, that the

clags struggle must be intensified following the victory

of soclallsm. The 'theory' is attributed solely 1o

Stalin and not the Central Commlttee or the party Con-

gress that also accepted it.

"On balance, however, we find 1t a forthright declara-
tion which we believe will do much to clear the alr,
help to end confusion, restore confldence and bring about
the ideological unity of Marxist parties everywhere so
necessary for the advance of the peoples to peace, to
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national lilberation, and each in their own way to
soclallism." (Editorial from the Canadian Tribune,
reprinted in New York Daily Worker, 13 July)

e. France ;
"The Central Committee warmly approves the declsion 5
of the Central Committee of the COPSU which shows how
the cult of Stalin's person was overcome in the USSR,"
(Statement of the Central Committee, French Communist

Party, L'Humanite, 7 July) E

f. Great Britain

.

“We warmly welcome the resolubion of June 30

(Statement of the Executive Committee of the British
Communist Party, 14 July, London Dally Worker, 16 July)

1
°

Jg. Austria

"The resolution ... is welcomed with the greatest satis-
faction by the Communist Parties, because it contributes
essentlally to the clarification of questions in con-
nection with the personality cult.® (Johann Koplenig
speech to CC/KPOe, Volksstimme, 15 July)

h.. West Gefmany

While adopting a position in acecord with that of the

30 June CPSU Resolution; a statement issued by the
Secretariat of the KPD included a reference to "symptoms
of degeneration" under Stalin, a statement that "the
uncovering of the causes which led to the mistakes com-
mitted 1s a task which still has to be golved," and an
admlssion that leading Party cadres had been "fully in-
formed on the entire course of the 20th Party Congress
of the CPSU." (That is, the KPD leadership had a copy
of the secret Khrushchev Speech prlor to 1its pdblica-
tlon in the press.) (Duesseldorf, Freies Volk, 2 July)
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